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COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES


GAIL PARSER, Director


June 7, 2016


Ms. Teresa McWilliam
Active Transportation Program Manager
California Department of Transportation
Active Transportation Program
Post Office Box 942874
Sacramento, CA 94274


Dear Ms. McWilliams


IN REPLY PLEASE


REFER TO FILE: W M-4


CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM CYCLE 3
SUPPORT FOR THE CENTRAL SAN GABRIEL VALLEY GREENWAY
NETWORK EXPANSION
LETTER OF SUPPORT


The Los Angeles County Flood Control District (LACFCD) supports the City of Baldwin
Park and West Covina's collaborative Central San Gabriel Valley Greenway Network
Expansion (Greenway Project). The Greenway Project will lay the groundwork for over
9 miles of Class I bike trails along San Gabriel River and Walnut Creek in the Cities of
Baldwin Park and West Covina (Cities). The Greenway Project will also incorporate
stormwater retention features, solar lighting, enhanced street crossings, and automated
counters.


The proposed multi-jurisdictional Greenway Project would provide important bikeway
connections within and between the Cities, as well as offer direct access to the
Emerald Necklace and the San Gabriel Valley's existing 17-mile network of Class
protected bike trails along and connecting the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers. By
creating a protected bike trail facility comfortable for residents of all ages and abilities,
this proposed Greenway Project would also improve connections to transit, jobs and
schools, as well as support the use of healthy, active transportation within high need,
park-poor communities.


DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS


`To Enrich Lives Through Effective and Caring Service"


900 SOUTH FREMONT AVENUE
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91803-1331


Telephone: (626) 458-5100
http://dpw.lacounty.gov ADDRESS ALL CORRESPONDENCE TO:


P.O. BOX 1460
ALHAMBRA, CALIFORNIA 91802-1460


If realized, the proposed project would also take a major step towards realizing a
100 plus mile San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network, a vision endorsed by
over two dozen local, regional, and State-level organizations. The project is also







Ms. Teresa McWilliam
June 7, 2016
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included in the San Gabriel Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan, Metro Active
Transportation Strategic Plan, and San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments list of
regional transportation priorities.


The LACFCD looks forward to collaborating with the Cities to develop a safe and
well-designed Greenway Project that meets the Project goals while balancing the flood
protection needs of the community. We understand that upon implementation of the
plan, the Cities will be responsible for the maintenance of the improvements; therefore,
the Cities will need to enter into a use and maintenance agreement with the LACFCD.
Also, prior to implementing the plan, a LACFCD flood permit, United States Rrmy Corps
of Engineers (Corps) 408 Permit following the Corps guidelines and requirements, and
an agreement with the LACFCD regarding the terms and conditions of the 408 Permit
will be required.


We are pleased to support the Greenway Project and look forward to its development.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (626) 458-4300 or
ageorqe dpw.lacountv.gov or your staff may contact Ms. Terri Grant at (626) 458-4309
or tgrant(c~dpw.lacountv.gov.


Very truly yours,


GAIL FARBER
Director of Public Works


~7~,~ £


~~ 1


ANGELA R. GEORGE
Assistant Deputy Director ~"~
Watershed Management Division


AG:sw
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cc: San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (Marisa Creter)








Lola Torney <lolatorney@altaplanning.com>


Fwd: FW: Baldwin ParkWest Covina ATP Application  Request for Support 


Ryan Johnson <ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com> Fri, Jun 10, 2016 at 12:38 PM
To: Lola Torney <lolatorney@altaplanning.com>


See below. 


Ryan Johnson
Senior Planner, Alta Planning + Design 
617 W. 7th St., Suite 505 
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Direct Phone: 2134373392
www.altaplanning.com 


Creating active communities.


 Forwarded message 
From: ATP@CCC <ATP@ccc.ca.gov> 
Date: Fri, Jun 10, 2016 at 12:30 PM
Subject: FW: Baldwin ParkWest Covina ATP Application  Request for Support 
To: "ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com" <ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com> 
Cc: "mcreter@sgvcog.org" <mcreter@sgvcog.org>, "dlopez@baldwinpark.com" <dlopez@baldwinpark.com>,
"inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org" <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org>


Good a├ernoon,


 


The CCC may assist with the following landscape related tasks:


Please include a copy of this email with your applicaĕon. Should this project receive funding, please contact Jimmy Galvan,
(jimmy.galvan@ccc.ca.gov), our local project manager.


 


Thank you,


 


Melanie Wallace


Chief Deputy Analyst


California Conservaĕon Corps


1719 24th Street


Sacramento, CA 95816


D (916)3413153


M (916)5081167


F (877)3155085
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melanie.wallace@ccc.ca.gov


 


Every Californian should conserve water. Find out how at:


SaveOurWater.com ∙ Drought.CA.gov


 


 


From: Ryan Johnson [mailto:ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com]  
Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 11:53 AM 
To: ATP@CCC <ATP@CCC.CA.GOV> 
Cc: Marisa Creter <mcreter@sgvcog.org>; dlopez@baldwinpark.com 
Subject: Baldwin Park‐West Covina ATP Applicaĕon ‐ Request for Support


 


June 10th, 2016


 


California Conservation Corps (CCC) 


1719 24th Street


Sacramento, CA 95816


Attn: Wei Hsieh


(916) 3413154


 


 


Dear California Conservation Corps,


 


The City of Baldwin Park, in partnership with the City of West Covina, is seeking the partnership and support of the California Conservation
Corps in a proposed Active Transportation Project (ATP), hereafter referred to as the WALNUT CREEKSAN GABRIEL RIVER EAST BANK
GREENWAY & NEIGHBORHOOD CONNECTIONS project.  We hope that our partnership can increase the public benefit of this public work.
The details of the project are as follows:


 


Project Title: Walnut CreekSan Gabriel River East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood Connections


 


Project Description: This project would construct 2.3 miles of Class I shareduse path along a portion of the San Gabriel River and Walnut
Creek between Ramona Blvd. and Baldwin Park Blvd. within Baldwin Park, utilizing existing flood control levees. Additionally, it would design
6.8 miles of additional Class I shareduse path along the Walnut Creek flood control channel in both Baldwin Park and West Covina, as well as
design 15.3 miles of Class II and Class III onstreet bikeways. Also, the project will include education and encouragement programs to support
the infrastructure components.


 


Map: <Attached>


 


Schedule: <Attached>


 


Detailed Estimate: <Attached>
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Preliminary Plan(s): <Attached>


 


We look forward to your feedback upon review of this information, which may also be downloaded here.


 


Sincerely,


 


Ryan Johnson


 


Please note that I have been authorized to correspond on behalf of the City of Baldwin Park.


Ryan Johnson


Senior Planner, Alta Planning + Design


617 W. 7th St., Suite 505


Los Angeles, CA 90017


Direct Phone: 2134373392


www.altaplanning.com


Creating active communities.
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Instructions

		INSTRUCTIONS



				 Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

				Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan

				1.		Date: Insert today's date

				2.		Project Number: Leave blank for ATP Cycle 2 solicitation

				3a.		Project location(s): List all locations that this project will target. Use a separate line for each location (3a, 3b, 3c, etc). 
(Example location: City of Sata Ana -  Mt. Vernon Elementary School)

				3b.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				3c.		Provide other project location; if applicable

				4.		Project Description: Provide brief project description.
(Exp: Conduct bicycle and pedestrian safety education, encouragement and traffic safety enforcement near schools.)





				Task Details

				Tasks are primary elements of a project. 
Provide a "Task Detail" table for each.  (Task A, Task B, Task C, etc.) 

				5a.		Task Name: Provide name of Task 

				5b.		Task Summary: Provide a brief Task description for the various components to be completed in your project.

				5c.		Schedule: Start Date and  End Date: Provide a start and end date for each Task. (Month - Year)



				Activities and Deliverables

				List all associated Activities for each task and all corresponding deliverables for each activity.

				6a.		Activities: List all activities that will be completed in each Task. 

				6b.		Deliverables: List all of the corresponding deliverables for each activity listed.



				Staff Costs

				7a.		Staff Title: List all agency staff title/position(s) and any consultants that will work on this task. 
(Example: Party 1 - Program Manager). Comsultants do not have to identify the staff positions. For each consultant listed include an identifier to distinguish the work that the consultant will perform. 
(Example: Part 2 - Consultant: Bike Safety Training)

				7b.		Staff Hours: Provide the total number of estimated hours for each party listed.

				7c.		Rate Per Hour: Provide the rate per hour of each party listed.
If using a Consultant to perform the work, list the estimated Consultant cost.

				7d.		Subtotal Staff Costs: Leave Blank - The total Staff Cost is automatically calculated.

				7e.		Indirect Cost: Provide Indirect Cost. 
Agencies should have an approved Indirect Cost Allocation Plan (ICAP) agreement with Caltrans. 
Local agencies without an approved ICAP may request the approval of a “provisional ICAP rate” from the Caltrans Audits and Investigations (A&I) unit.  Upon receiving an Acceptance Letter from Caltrans A&I, the local agencies will be allowed to invoice for their indirect costs using this “provisional rate” until A&I has completed the review of the local agencies ICAP proposal.  

				7f.		Total Staff Cost: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from Other Cost information provided.



				Task Notes

				8.		Task Notes: Provide any additional information that will clarify the work to be conducted under this task.
Describe the who, what, when and where of your project. Attach an additional sheet if needed.



				Other Costs

				You must click the link provided to direct you to the Itemized Other Costs section.
Note: An itemized cost estimate for each of the following categories, if applicable, must be provided.  

				The totals for each "Other Costs" category listed below will automatically calculate from information entered in the itemized other costs section:

				9a.		Travel: Total cost of Travel; if applicable

				9b.		Equipment: Total cost of Equipment(s); if applicable

				9c.		Supplies/Materials: Total cost of Supplies/Materials; if applicable

				9d.		Incentives: Total cost of Incentives; if applicable.

				9e.		Other Direct Costs: Additional other direct costs; if applicable

				9f.		Provide any additional Other Direct Costs; if applicable 

				9g.		Total Other Costs: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from Other Cost information provided.



				Task Grand Total

				10.		Task Grand Total: Leave Blank - This is automatically calculated from the information provided under this task.
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Exhibit 22-R

		Exhibit 22-R ATP Non-Infrastructure Project Work Plan 

		Fill in the following items:

		Date: (1) 		7-Jun-16

		Project Number: (2)

		Project Location(s): (3a)

		" "              (3b)

		" "              (3c)

		Project Description: (4) 







		Enter information in each Task Tab, as it applies (Task A, Task B, Task C, Task C, etc.)



		For Department use only
You will not be able to fill in the following items. Items will auto-populate once you've entered all "Task" tabs that applies:

		Task Summary:

		Click the links below 
to navigate to 
"Task Details" tabs:

		Task 		Task Name								Start Date		End Date		Cost

		Task "A"		Student/Community Focus Groups and Community Surveys								Oct-2019		Mar-2020		$   9,620.00

		Task "B"		Bike and Ped Counts								Jul-2019		Jul-2021		$   8,040.00

		Task "C"		Community Walking and Biking Audits								Oct-2019		Apr-2020		$   9,080.00

		Task "D"		Community Presentations								Dec-2019		Dec-2020		$   9,050.00

		Task "E"		Project Outreach								Oct-2019		Oct-2020		$   9,484.00

		Task "F"		Bike Safety Checkpoints								Oct-2019		Jul-2020		$   12,124.00

		Task "G"		Youth Earn-a-Bike Program								Mar-2020		May-2020		$   10,570.00

		Task "H"		General Project Material Development								Jul-2019		Jul-2021		$   35,450.00

		Task "I"														$   - 0

		Task "J"												 		$   - 0

														GRAND TOTAL		$   103,418.00
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May 5, 2016 


 


CALTRANS 


Active Transportation Program 


P.O. Box 942874 


Sacramento, California 94274-0001 


 


Re: Support for the Central SGV Greenway Network Expansion 


 


To whom it may concern, 


 


As State Senator of California’s 22nd Senate District, it is my pleasure to write this letter of support for the 


city of Baldwin Park and West Covina’s collaborative proposal to expand the San Gabriel Valley Regional 


Greenway Network.  


 


This proposed multi-jurisdictional greenway project would provide important east-west bikeway connections 


within and between the cities of Baldwin Park and West Covina.  These connections will also  offer direct 


access to the Emerald Necklace, the San Gabriel Valley’s existing 17-mile network of Class I protected 


bikeways along  the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers. By creating a protected bikeway facility comfortable 


for residents of all ages and abilities, this proposed greenway project would also improve connections to 


transit, jobs and schools, as well as support the use of healthy, active transportation within high-need, park-


poor communities (e.g., only 22% of Baldwin Park residents live within ½ mile of a park).  


 


If realized, the proposed project would also take a major step towards realizing a 100+ mile San Gabriel 


Valley Regional Greenway Network, a vision endorsed by over two dozen local, regional, and state-level 


organizations. The project is also included in the San Gabriel Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan, the Metro 


Active Transportation Strategic Plan, and the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments list of regional 


transportation priorities. 


 


Again, I want to express my support for the City of Baldwin Park and West Covina’s collaborative proposal 


to expand the San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network and ask for your favorable consideration. We 


hope you will join us in supporting the development of these important greenway connections. If you have 


any questions or require any additional information regarding our support for this project, please feel free to 


contact Clayton Arick at Clayton.Arick@sen.ca.gov or via phone at (626) 430 2499. 


 


Sincerely, 


 
DR. ED HERNANDEZ, O.D. 


California State Senator 


22
nd


 Senate District 
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June 3, 2016 


Mr. Malcolm Dougherty 
Director 
California Department of Transportation  
1120 N Street, MS 49 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
RE: Letter of Support for Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood 


Connections Active Transportation Program (ATP) Application  


Dear Director Dougherty: 


The Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority (Metro) is pleased to support the 


Active Transportation Program (ATP) Cycle 3 funding request for the Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River 


East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood Connections in the City of Baldwin Park. The project will include 


the construction of an already designed shared-use path along the east side of the San Gabriel River 


and a portion of the Walnut Creek channel, along with the feasibility study and engineering to continue 


the Walnut Creek Greenway east from Baldwin Park Boulevard to Holt Avenue, and will study the 


feasibility of several on-street neighborhood connections to the Walnut Creek Greenway, while also 


providing numerous education, encouragement, and evaluation programs during the study period. 


Metro is committed to promoting sustainable transportation through the implementation of policies, 


programs, and projects that increase safety and mobility, enhance public health, and help achieve 


greenhouse gas reduction goals across all of our communities. Active transportation is key to 


achieving these outcomes.  


In furthering these regional goals, Metro has developed multiple initiatives and programs to address 


issues associated with bicycling and walking trips, including the Active Transportation Strategic Plan, 


Complete Streets Policy, Countywide Sustainability Planning Policy, First/Last Mile Strategic Plan, Safe 


Routes to School Pilot Program, and financial commitments as part of our 2009 Long Range 


Transportation Plan (2009 LRTP) and biannual Call for Projects. Metro implements these policies as 


part of a larger regional effort to support the Southern California Association of Governments’ 2016-


2040 Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS) which 


identifies active transportation as key to addressing Southern California’s mobility challenges. 


This project is consistent with the 2009 LRTP and the 2016 RTP/SCS, as well as the shared priorities 


and goals of our agency and the ATP.  We endorse the City of Baldwin Park’s efforts and contribution 


towards a sustainable transportation future, and respectfully request a favorable consideration of the 


Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood Connections for ATP funding. 


Sincerely, 


 


 
Phillip A. Washington, Chief Executive Officer
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908 E Altadena Drive, Altadena CA  91001 ● tel 626.791.1611 ● fax 626.791.1771 ● www.amigosdelosrios.org  


June 3rd, 2016 
 
  
California Department of Transportation 
Active Transportation Program 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, California 94274-0001 


  


Re: Support for the Central SGV Greenway Network Expansion  


 To whom it may concern, 


On behalf of Amigos de los Rios, I am writing to underline our support for the city of Baldwin Park and West 
Covina’s collaborative proposal to expand the San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network. 


The proposed multi-jurisdictional greenway project would provide important east-west bikeway connections 
within and between the cities of Baldwin Park and West Covina, as well as offer direct access to the Emerald 
Necklace, the San Gabriel Valley’s existing 17-mile network of Class I protected bikeways along and connecting 
the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers. By creating a protected bikeway facility comfortable for residents of all 
ages and abilities, the proposed greenway project would also improve connections to transit, jobs and schools, 
as well as support the use of healthy, active transportation within high-need, park-poor communities (e.g., only 
22% of Baldwin Park residents live within ½ mile of a park).  


If realized, the proposed project would also take a major step towards realizing a 100+ mile San Gabriel Valley 
Regional Greenway Network, a vision endorsed by over two dozen local, regional, and state-level organizations. 
The project is also included in the San Gabriel Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan, the Metro Active 
Transportation Strategic Plan, and the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments list of regional transportation 
priorities.  


We hope you will join Amigos de los Rios in supporting the development of these important greenway 
connections. If you have any questions or require any additional information regarding our support for this 
project, please feel free to contact me any time. 


Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 


Claire Robinson 
Managing Director 
Claire@amigosdelosrios.org 
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BikeSGV’s	  mission	  is	  to	  
support	  a	  more	  bicycle-‐,	  
pedestrian-‐	  and	  transit-‐
friendly	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley.	  	  


	  
	  
Bike	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  
Jeff	  Seymour	  Center	  
10900	  Mulhall	  St.	  
El	  Monte,	  CA	  91731	  
www.bikeSGV.org	  
	  
	  
Board	  of	  Directors	  
	  
Vincent	  Chang,	  Esq.	  


	   Board	  President	  
	  
Efren	  Moreno	  
Vice-‐President	  
	  
Melissa	  Preciado-‐
Hernandez	  
Treasurer	  
	  
Wes	  Reutimann	  
Secretary	  


	  
Sam	  Pedroza	  
Advisory	  Board	  Member	  


	  
	  


	  
	  
	  
	  


	  
	  
	  


May	  16,	  2016	  
 
California	  Department	  of	  Transportation 
Active	  Transportation	  Program 
P.O.	  Box	  942874 
Sacramento,	  California	  94274-‐0001 
	  
RE:	  Support	  for	  the	  Central	  SGV	  Greenway	  Network	  Expansion	   
	  
To	  whom	  it	  may	  concern, 
	  
On	  behalf	  of	  Bike	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  (BikeSGV),	  I	  am	  writing	  to	  underline	  our	  
support	  for	  the	  Cities	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  and	  West	  Covina’s	  collaborative	  proposal	  to	  
expand	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Regional	  Greenway	  Network. 


The	  proposed	  multi-‐jurisdictional	  greenway	  project	  would	  provide	  important	  east-‐
west	  bikeway	  connections	  within	  and	  between	  the	  cities	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  and	  West	  
Covina,	  as	  well	  as	  offer	  direct	  access	  to	  the	  Emerald	  Necklace,	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  
Valley’s	  existing	  17-‐mile	  network	  of	  Class	  I	  protected	  bikeways	  along	  and	  
connecting	  the	  Rio	  Hondo	  and	  San	  Gabriel	  Rivers.	  By	  creating	  a	  protected	  bikeway	  
facility	  comfortable	  for	  residents	  of	  all	  ages	  and	  abilities,	  the	  proposed	  greenway	  
project	  would	  also	  improve	  connections	  to	  transit,	  jobs	  and	  schools,	  as	  well	  as	  
support	  the	  use	  of	  healthy,	  active	  transportation	  within	  high-‐need,	  park-‐poor	  
communities	  (e.g.,	  only	  22%	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  residents	  live	  within	  ½	  mile	  of	  a	  park).	   
 
This	  vision	  for	  a	  regional	  greenway	  network	  of	  safe,	  comfortable	  bikeways	  is	  one	  
that	  BikeSGV	  and	  over	  two	  dozen	  local,	  regional,	  and	  state	  community	  partners,	  
stakeholders,	  and	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  cities	  strongly	  support.	  The	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  
Council	  of	  Governments	  has	  officially	  endorsed	  the	  SGV	  greenway	  concept	  and	  
made	  its	  realization	  a	  regional	  priority,	  recognizing	  that	  such	  facilities	  will	  help	  
meet	  local,	  regional	  and	  state	  mobility,	  public	  health	  and	  public	  safety	  objectives.	  
Additionally,	  the	  proposed	  project	  is	  also	  included	  in	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  
Regional	  Bicycle	  Master	  Plan,	  the	  Metro	  Active	  Transportation	  Strategic	  Plan,	  and	  
the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Council	  of	  Governments	  list	  of	  regional	  transportation	  
priorities.	   
	  
By	  helping	  make	  cycling	  -‐	  sustainable,	  healthy,	  and	  low-‐cost	  form	  of	  transportation	  
-‐	  a	  more	  viable	  option	  for	  residents	  of	  all	  ages,	  greenway	  projects	  like	  the	  proposed	  
will	  help	  reduce	  barriers	  to	  healthier	  lifestyles.	  BikeSGV	  sincerely	  hopes	  you	  will	  
support	  this	  application	  and	  accelerate	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley’s	  transition	  to	  a	  more	  
sustainable	  bicycle,	  pedestrian	  and	  transit-‐friendly	  future.	  
	   	  
Sincerely,	  


	  
Vincent	  Chang	  
President	  
BikeSGV	  Board	  of	  Directors	  
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June	3,	2016	
	
California	Department	of	Transportation,	Active	Transportation	Program	
P.O.	Box	942874	
Sacramento,	California	94274-0001	
	
Re:	Support	for	the	Central	San	Gabriel	Valley	Greenway	Network	Expansion		
	
To	Whom	It	May	Concern,	
	
I	am	writing	on	behalf	of	Climate	Resolve,	a	Los	Angeles-based	nonprofit	dedicated	to	creating	real,	
practical	solutions	that	meet	the	climate	challenge	and	build	a	better	city	for	Angelenos,	to	underline	
our	support	for	the	cities	of	Baldwin	Park	and	West	Covina’s	collaborative	proposal	to	expand	the	San	
Gabriel	Valley	Regional	Greenway	Network.		
	
The	proposed	multi-jurisdictional	greenway	project	would	provide	important	east-west	bikeway	
connections	within	and	between	the	cities	of	Baldwin	Park	and	West	Covina,	as	well	as	offer	direct	
access	to	the	Emerald	Necklace,	the	San	Gabriel	Valley’s	existing	17-mile	network	of	Class	I	protected	
bikeways	along	the	Rio	Hondo	and	San	Gabriel	Rivers.	By	creating	a	protected	bikeway	facility,	
comfortable	for	residents	of	all	ages	and	abilities,	the	proposed	project	would	improve	connections	to	
transit,	jobs	and	schools,	and	support	the	use	of	healthy,	active	transportation	options	within	high-need,	
park-poor	communities,	like	Baldwin	Park,	where	only	22%	of	residents	live	within	½	mile	of	a	park.		
	
If	realized,	the	proposed	project	would	serve	as	a	major	step	towards	realizing	a	100+	mile	San	Gabriel	
Valley	Regional	Greenway	Network,	a	vision	endorsed	by	over	two	dozen	local,	regional,	and	state-level	
organizations.	The	project	is	included	in	the	San	Gabriel	Valley	Regional	Bicycle	Master	Plan,	the	Metro	
Active	Transportation	Strategic	Plan,	and	the	San	Gabriel	Valley	Council	of	Governments	list	of	regional	
transportation	priorities.		
	
We	hope	you	will	join	us	in	supporting	the	development	of	these	important	greenway	connections.	If	
you	have	any	questions	or	require	any	additional	information	regarding	our	support	for	this	project,	
please	feel	free	to	contact	Bryn	Lindblad,	blindblad@climateresolve.org.		
	
Sincerely,	


	
Bryn	Lindblad,	Associate	Director,	Climate	Resolve	
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Day	  One	  builds	  vibrant,	  healthy	  cities	  by	  advancing	  public	  health,	  empowering	  youth,	  and	  igniting	  change.	  	  


	  
May	  6,	  2016 
 
 
California	  Department	  of	  Transportation 
Active	  Transportation	  Program 
P.O.	  Box	  942874 
Sacramento,	  California	  94274-‐0001 
	  
Re:	  Support	  for	  the	  Central	  SGV	  Greenway	  Network	  Expansion	   
	  
To	  whom	  it	  may	  concern,	  
	  
On	  behalf	  of	  Day	  One,	  I	  am	  writing	  to	  underline	  our	  support	  for	  the	  city	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  
and	  West	  Covina’s	  collaborative	  proposal	  to	  expand	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Regional	  
Greenway	  Network.	  
	  
Day	  One’s	  mission	  is	  to	  build	  healthy,	  vibrant	  communities	  by	  advancing	  public	  health,	  
empowering	  youth	  and	  igniting	  change.	  As	  a	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley-‐based	  non-‐profit	  
organization	  with	  over	  two	  decades	  of	  experience	  in	  the	  realm	  of	  public	  health	  
education,	  policy	  and	  environmental	  prevention,	  Day	  One	  recognizes	  the	  power	  of	  open	  
space	  such	  as	  greenways	  in	  promoting	  public	  health,	  community	  connections,	  economic	  
development,	  and	  quality	  of	  life.	  
 
The	  proposed	  multi-‐jurisdictional	  greenway	  project	  would	  provide	  important	  east-‐west	  
bikeway	  connections	  within	  and	  between	  the	  cities	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  and	  West	  Covina,	  as	  
well	  as	  offer	  direct	  access	  to	  the	  Emerald	  Necklace,	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley’s	  existing	  17-‐
mile	  network	  of	  Class	  I	  protected	  bikeways	  along	  and	  connecting	  the	  Rio	  Hondo	  and	  San	  
Gabriel	  Rivers.	  By	  creating	  a	  protected	  bikeway	  facility	  comfortable	  for	  residents	  of	  all	  
ages	  and	  abilities,	  the	  proposed	  greenway	  project	  would	  also	  improve	  connections	  to	  
transit,	  jobs	  and	  schools,	  as	  well	  as	  support	  the	  use	  of	  healthy,	  active	  transportation	  
within	  high-‐need,	  park-‐poor	  communities	  (e.g.,	  only	  22%	  of	  Baldwin	  Park	  residents	  live	  
within	  ½	  mile	  of	  a	  park).	   
 
If	  realized,	  the	  proposed	  project	  would	  also	  take	  a	  major	  step	  towards	  realizing	  a	  100+	  
mile	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Regional	  Greenway	  Network,	  a	  vision	  endorsed	  by	  over	  two	  
dozen	  local,	  regional,	  and	  state-‐level	  organizations.	  The	  project	  is	  also	  included	  in	  the	  
San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Regional	  Bicycle	  Master	  Plan,	  the	  Metro	  Active	  Transportation	  
Strategic	  Plan,	  and	  the	  San	  Gabriel	  Valley	  Council	  of	  Governments	  list	  of	  regional	  
transportation	  priorities.	   
 
We	  hope	  you	  will	  us	  in	  supporting	  the	  development	  of	  these	  important	  greenway	  
connections.	   
 
Thank	  you	  for	  your	  time	  and	  consideration, 
	  


	  
	  
Christy	  Zamani	  
Executive	  Director	  
Day	  One,	  Inc.	  
christy@goDayOne.org	  	  
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May 20, 2016  
 
Teresa McWilliam 
California Department of Transportation 
Active Transportation Program 
P.O. Box 942874 
Sacramento, California 94274-0001 
 
Re: Support for the Central SGV Greenway Network Expansion  
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
On behalf of the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (SGVCOG), I am writing to 
underline our support for the city of Baldwin Park and West Covina’s collaborative 
proposal to expand the San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network. 
 
The proposed multi-jurisdictional greenway project would provide important east-west 
bikeway connections within and between the cities of Baldwin Park and West Covina, as 
well as offer direct access to the Emerald Necklace, the San Gabriel Valley’s existing 17-
mile network of Class I protected bikeways along and connecting the Rio Hondo and San 
Gabriel Rivers. By creating a protected bikeway facility comfortable for residents of all 
ages and abilities, this proposed greenway project would also improve connections to 
transit, jobs and schools, as well as support the use of healthy, active transportation within 
high-need, park-poor communities.  
 
If realized, the proposed project would also take a major step towards realizing a 100+ mile 
San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network, a vision endorsed by over two dozen 
local, regional, and state-level organizations. The project is also included in the San Gabriel 
Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan, the Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan, and 
the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments list of regional transportation priorities.  
 
We hope you will join the SGVCOG in supporting the development of these important 
greenway connections. If you have any questions or require any additional information 
regarding our support for this project, please feel free to contact name, email.  
 
Should you have any questions or wish to discuss this further, please contact me at (626) 
457-1800.   
 
Sincerely, 


 
Philip A Hawkey 
Executive Director 
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments 
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June 10, 2016 
 
Ms. Teresa McWilliam 
State of California Department of Transportation 
Division of Local Assistance 
P.O. Box 942874, MS-1 
Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 
 
RE:  Support for the Central SGV Greenway Network Expansion 
 
Dear Ms. McWilliam: 
 
San Gabriel Mountains Forever is a diverse partnership of residents, cities, local business owners, faith 
and community leaders, health and environmental justice organizations, and recreation and 
conservation groups working to permanently protect the San Gabriel Mountains and rivers.  Our mission 
is achieved by working in local communities to build support for the protection of, and increased access 
to, our forests, rivers and parks, and develop a new, diverse generation of environmental stewards to 
care for our public lands. Years of extensive community involvement have helped shape the coalition’s 
vision for the future of the San Gabriel Mountains and rivers and the proclamation by President Obama 
establishing the San Gabriel Mountains National Monument on October 10, 2014. 
 
That vision can be further realized with implementation of the Central San Gabriel Valley Greenway 
Network Expansion which is why our organization is extremely supportive of this effort.  Further, The 
San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments (COG) has a history of success in managing projects and the 
type of interjurisdictional collaboration that this project will entail is a perfect fit for the COG.   
 
The proposed multi-jurisdictional greenway project would provide important east-west bikeway 
connections within and between the cities of Baldwin Park and West Covina, as well as offer direct 
access to the Emerald Necklace, the San Gabriel Valley’s existing 17-mile network of Class I protected 
bikeways along and connecting the Rio Hondo and San Gabriel Rivers. By creating a protected bikeway 
facility comfortable for residents of all ages and abilities, the proposed greenway project would also 
improve connections to transit, jobs and schools, as well as support the use of healthy, active 
transportation within high-need, park-poor communities (e.g., only 22% of Baldwin Park residents live 
within ½ mile of a park).  
 
If realized, the proposed project would also take a major step towards realizing a 100+ mile San Gabriel 
Valley Regional Greenway Network, a vision endorsed by over two dozen local, regional, and state-level 
organizations. The project is also included in the San Gabriel Valley Regional Bicycle Master Plan, the 


Attachment H







2 
 


Metro Active Transportation Strategic Plan, and the San Gabriel Valley Council of Governments list of 
regional transportation priorities.  
 
We appreciate your consideration of this application under the Active Transportation Program and 
respectfully urge you to award funding for this beneficial project.   Providing alternate modes of 
transportation which take vehicles off the road and contributing to the overall health of our communities 
are important co-benefits of this project.  Thank you for your consideration. 
 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Omar Gomez, Chair 
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		Baldwin Park ATP - Solis

		Baldwin Park ATP - Hernandez

		Baldwin Park ATP - Metro

		Baldwin Park ATP - Amigos

		Baldwin Park ATP - Bike SGV1

		Baldwin Park ATP - Climate Resolve

		Baldwin Park ATP - Day One

		Baldwin Park ATP - LADPH

		Baldwin Park ATP - SGVCOG








Instructions

		ATP  -  Application Instructions for 
Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Cost

		• Applicants are expected to use this template for estimating/documenting the cost of construction items and the overall project costs. (eligible & non-participating)
•The Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs must tie to the information presented in Part 1 - 8 of the ATP Application Form.
• Do NOT input values in gray cells. These cells are formula-driven and will automatically update.

		Project (Engineer's) Information

		• The Licensed Engineer in 'responsible charge' of the overall ATP application must review all information presented in this Estimate form and ensure the values are consistent with the corresponding plans included in the application.   This requirement is considered necessary to ensure the ATP application meets the CTC's PSR-Equivalent requirement - including the use of construction items, quantities and unit prices that meeting industry standards for PSR-Equivalents.   The engineer is also expected to review the breakdown of eligible vs. ineligible (non-participating) costs shown in estimate and confirm they are consistent with the ATP Guidelines.

		Engineer's Estimate & Cost Breakdown

		For each construction item in this table, the following items must be filled: 

				Item:           indicate the name of a construction item used in this project.

				Quantity:   indicate the total quantity of each construction item

				Units:        indicate the units of measurement (i.e. Square Feet or SQFT.) Refer to the Unit Cost Guide tab

				Unit Cost:    indicate the unit cost for one quantity.

				Total Item Cost will be automatically calculated once the above information are provided for each line item (row).

				If more rows are needed to account for more construction items (including Overhead, General, or Landscaping) than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button on the right side of the form.   NOTE: Before clicking the button, first click on the Excel row number above where you want to add the line.

				General Overhead:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.    
The % of eligible vs. ineligible costs are automatically calculated based on the ratio of these costs for all of the other construction items.

				Landscaping:
Costs for these items have been separated out to reduce confusion relating to eligible vs. ineligible costs calculations.  
The eligibility of landscaping costs is dependent on if it is considered functional or non-functional (Decorative).   Functional landscaping is 100% eligible. The eligibility of the non-functional (Decorative) landscaping must be considered as part of the 5% maximum allowable for decorative costs. These decorative costs must include all items necessary to prepare for, install, and maintain the non-functional landscaping; including but not limited to: removal of existing concrete, roadway excavation, imported backfill/top-soil, irrigation, plantings, plant establishment, etc.    

		Cost Breakdown             See Caltrans ATP Guidelines, Chapter 22.5 and 22.6 for more details on eligible and ineligible items.

				ATP Eligible Items/costs:   these are expected to represent all construction items that are ATP eligible.   

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "ATP Eligible items".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

				ATP Ineligible (non-participating) Items/costs:  these are expected to represent all construction costs that are not ATP eligible.  The % and costs are automatically calculated based on the "%" value the applicant entered for the eligible costs. 

				To be constructed by Corps/CCC:  these are expected to include all items & costs that will be constructed by the Corps/CCC.

				% - 		Insert the percentage of the total item cost that is directly attributed to "Corps/CCC to construct".

				$ - 		This field will automatically calculate once a percentage is entered in the previous question.

		Subtotals and Contingencies:

				Subtotal of Construction Items:				This field will automatically calculate the total of all construction items indicated above.

				Construction Item Contingencies: 				Insert percentage of contingencies, which is intended to account for the cost of minor construction items not defined at the time the ATP applications are prepared.

				Total (Construction Items 
& Contingencies) cost:				This field will automatically calculate the total from all information indicated above.

		Project Delivery Costs:            The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for all Project Delivery Costs.

				Environmental Studies 
and Permits(PA&ED):				Total cost of Environmental Studies and Permits phase of the project. 

				Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):				Total cost of Plans, Specifications and Estimates phase of the project.    

				Total PE:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (PA&ED) + (PS&E)     Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for PE should not exceed 25%.  All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Right of Way Engineering				Total cost of Right of Way Engineering, including obtaining the RW Certification.

				Acquisitions and Utilities:				Total cost of  Acquisitions and Utilities.

				Total RW:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (RW Eng.) + (Acq.&Utilities)

				Construction Engineering (CE):				Total cost of Construction Engineering.    Note: Per the Caltrans Local Assistance Procedures Manual, the total cost for CE should not exceed 15%.   All costs over the 25% must be shown in the application as non-participating.

				Total Project Delivery:				This total is automatically calculated. Total of (CE) + (Con. Item. & Contig.)

		Total Construction Costs:       The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for these Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above.  This value is to be used in filling out the application form.  

		Total Project Cost Estimate:          The eligible vs. ineligible split is automatically calculated for the Total Project Costs.

		• This is automatically calculated from all information entered above. 
• This value must represent the total estimated cost of the entire ATP project.
• The application must account for the ineligible (non-participating) costs being funded with local funds.   Because this local funding is considered non-participating, it cannot be considered leveraging or matching funding.  

		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The following are examples of how Engineer's can present their logic and calculations for splitting the projects costs between eligible and ineligible (non-participating) costs.

		Example #1 - Pavement Rehabilitation:  The roadway paving and base repair needed for the roadway is within the limits of the new bike lanes and motorized lanes.  The area within the physical limits of the new bike lanes is estimated to be 3'x300'=900' and the area outside these limits is estimated to be 10'x300'=3,000'.   The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to the Pavement Rehabilitation is calculated to be 900/(900+3000) = 23%.   This split was used for Asphalt Concrete, Aggregate Base, and Excavation.

		Example #2 - New roadway lighting:  Of the newly lighted roadway width, the motorized lanes and parking lanes account for 40’ and the bike lanes and sidewalks account for 26’. The ATP eligible reimbursement for all costs related to these streetlights is calculated to be 26/(26+40) = 39%.   This split was used for light poles, conduit, trenching, and new service.

		Example #3 - Decorative Items:  5% of the eligible construction item cost is $46,500 (per the calculation box just below the "Subtotal of Construction Items:").   The project includes decorative pavers (Item 10) which are estimated to cost $30,000 and are shown to be 100% ATP eligible.  The project includes decorative landscaping costs of $70,000 - made up of $10,00 plantings, $20,000 irrigation, $10,000 topsoil, and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal and roadway excavation.    For ease, the $10,000 in plantings is shown as 100% eligible; the $10,000 topsoil and $30,000 for the necessary AC removal & roadway excavation are shown as 100% ineligible (non-participating); and the ATP eligible portion of the irrigation costs is calculated to be $46,500-($30,000+$10,000) = 6,500  => 6,500/20,000 = 62.5%.   



















Engineer Est. & Project Cost

		Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs

		Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).



		Project Information:

		Agency:				City of Baldwin Park and the City of West Covina																		Date:		9-Jun-16

		Project Description:						Class I Shared-Use Path Project

		Project Location:						San Gabriel River and Walnut Creek Wash access road/levee

		Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate:																								License #:



		Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:

		Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)																Cost Breakdown



																		ATP Eligible Costs/Items				ATP Ineligible Costs/Items 				Corps/CCC
to construct



		Item No.		Item 				F, D or M		Quantity		Units		Unit Cost		Total
Item Cost		%		$		%		$				%		$

		General Overhead-Related Construction Items

		1		Mobilization						1		LS		$20,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0				0%		$0				For projects estimates with more Items (Overhead, General, or Landscaping) that than the standard form has rows for, applicants can add rows by clicking on the 'Add a  line'  button below.

Before clicking the button, click on the Excel row number you where you want to add the line

		2		Traffic Control						1		LS		$8,000.00		$8,000		100%		$8,000		0%		$0						$0

		3		Stormwater Protection Plan						1		LS		$10,000.00		$10,000		100%		$10,000		0%		$0						$0

		4										LS				$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		5														$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		General Construction Items (non-decorative only)

		6		Embankment / Fill  / Import Material						50		CY		$25.00		$1,250		100%		$1,250		0%		$0						$0

		7		Grading 						300		CY		$35.00		$10,500		100%		$10,500		0%		$0

		8		Remove existing pavement						1000		SF		$2.00		$2,000		100%		$2,000		0%		$0						$0

		9		Remove existing Chips/Mulch						200		CY		$3.50		$700		100%		$700		0%		$0						$0

		10		Cold-Mill AC 2"						79000		SF		$1.80		$142,200		100%		$142,200		0%		$0						$0

		11										SF				$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		12		Place 3" AC on compacted 4" CAB						52800		SF		$12.00		$633,600		100%		$633,600		0%		$0						$0

		13		Driveway approach remove and replace to ADA standards						2		EA		$10,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		14		Ramp to Walnut Creek Nature Park w/ hand rail						1		LS		$25,000.00		$25,000		100%		$25,000		0%		$0						$0

		15		Chain Link Fence						650		LF		$5.00		$3,250		100%		$3,250		0%		$0						$0

		16		Hand Rail at Storm Outfall						100		LF		$25.00		$2,500		100%		$2,500		0%		$0						$0

		17		Pavement Striping Street Crossings						3		EA		$3,000.00		$9,000		100%		$9,000		0%		$0						$0

		18														$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)

		19		Trees						10		EA		$500.00		$5,000		100%		$5,000		0%		$0						$0

		20		Shrubs/groundcover						1000		SF		$20.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0						$0

		21		Irrigation / Water Connection						5		LS		$6,500.00		$32,500		100%		$32,500		0%		$0						$0

		22		Low Impact Development Standard Improvements (LID)						15		LS		$2,000.00		$30,000		100%		$30,000		0%		$0						$0

		23		Weed abatement/ tree trimming						1		LS		$3,000.00		$3,000		100%		$3,000		0%		$0						$0

		24														$0		100%		$0		0%		$0						$0

		Lighting, Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Alerts

		25		Solar Lights w/ Poles and foundation Install						5		EA		$8,000.00		$40,000		100%		$40,000		0%		$0						$0

		26		Automatic Bike Counters						2		EA		$11,000.00		$22,000		100%		$22,000		0%		$0						$0

		27		PED. Flashing Beacon System & Install						3		EA		$8,000.00		$24,000		100%		$24,000		0%		$0

		27		Monument signs						2		EA		$10,000.00		$20,000		100%		$20,000		0%		$0

		28		Signage w/poles						10		EA		$250.00		$2,500		100%		$2,500		0%		$0						$0

																				$125		<= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 



		Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):												10.00%

Richard Ke: Enter % for Contingencies
		$108,700				$108,700				$0

		Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:														$1,195,700				$1,195,700				$0



		Project Delivery Costs:

		Type of Project Cost												Cost $

		Preliminary Engineering (PE)																		ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED):																		$0				$0

		Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E):																		$0				$0				"PE" costs / "CON" costs

		Total PE:												$   -						$0				$0				0%		25% Max



		Right of Way (RW)

		Right of Way Engineering:												$   -						$0				$0

		Acquisitions and Utilities:												$   -						$0				$0

		Total RW:												$   -						$0				$0



		Construction Engineering (CE)																										"CE" costs / "CON" costs

		Construction Engineering (CE):												$   20,000						$20,000				$0				2%		15% Max 



		Total Project Delivery:												$20,000						$20,000				$0



		Total Construction Costs:												$1,215,700

																				ATP Eligible Costs				Non-participating Costs

		Total Project Cost:												$1,215,700						$1,215,700				$0



		Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:

		The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.

		Item Number(s):				Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)









&D	&P of &N




DRAFT ATP Unit Cost Guide

		ATP Construction Item Unit Cost Guide      (For items common to ATP projects)



		Index #		Description 		Typical Units		Notes



		General Overhead and Contingency Related Construction Items

				Mobilization, RE office, Traffic Control, Water Quality, Clearing and Grubbing, temporary items, etc.		LS		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Mobilization 		LS		Dependent on project size & location

				Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan		LS		$5,00 to $10,000

				Erosion Control		LS		1.50%

				       Hydroseed		SF		Average $1

				       Fiber Rolls		LF		Average $5

				Traffic Control  		LS

				Clearing and Grubbing		LS



		Removal, Excavation, and Import Related Construction Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $35

				Embankment / Fill  / Import Material		CY		Average $25



				Remove Fence, Culvert, Inlet, Curb, etc.		Varies		Engineering Estimates at the "PSR-Equivalent" phase may or may not include these items.   The extent that these items are included in the estimate should be inversely proportional to the size of the "Construction Contingency" used.

				Remove Concrete (Miscellaneous)		CY		Sidewalk, Pavement & Curb/Gutter Average $75

				Sawcut existing AC		LF

				Sawcut and Remove existing AC and AB		SF

				Remove Existing Pavement		SF

				Remove Existing Sidewalk		SF

				Cold Plane AC (2" thickness)		SY		$1.75 to $3.50

				Remove Tree		EA

				Remove Power Pole		EA

				Utility Relocation		LS

		Roadway Paving Items

				Roadway Excavation		CY		$12 to $38

				Class 2 Aggregate Base		CY		$30 to $70

				Hot Mix Asphalt		TON		1 ton covers approx. 12' x 6.5' at 2" final thickness $40 to $125

				Place HMA Dike		LF		average $1.75



				Adjust Frame and Cover to Grade		EA		average $650



				Slurry Seal

				AC Dike



		Sidewalks, Concrete, Plazas, etc

				Concrete curbing		LF		6" x 6" average $3.50

				Curb & Gutter

				 		 

				Concrete Sidewalk 		SF		average $15

				Concrete Driveway

				Minor Concrete (Textured Paving)		SF		average $5

				Prepare and Stain concrete		SF		average $2.75



				Concrete Pavers / Bricks		SF

				Curb Ramp		EA		$3000 to $5,500

				Bollards		EA		$100 to $750



		Crosswalk and Roadway-Crossing Items

				Thermoplastic  Crosswalk		LF

				Bulb-outs (No Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Include Drainage)		EA

				Bulb-outs (Surface Mounted)		EA





		Striping and Pavement Marking Items

				4" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		$0.65 to $0.75

				6" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				8" Thermoplastic Traffic Stripe		LF		average $1.00

				Thermoplastic Pavement Marking/Legend		SF		average $5.5





		Signs, Flashing Beacons, Ped Signals, Signal Upgrades

				Sign- 1 post		EA		$250 to $300

				Sign- 2 post		EA		average $550

				Radar Speed Feedback Sign		EA

				Rectangular Rapid Flashing Beacon (Ped Actuated)		EA		average $5000











		Lighting

				Pedestrian Lights  (Poles only)		EA

				Pedestrian Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Street Lights   (Poles only)		EA

				Street Lights (including: conduit, boxes, etc.)		EA

				Conduit and Boxes		LF or LS		Option stand-alone item (can be part of lighting)







		Landscaping Items

				Transplant Tree		EA		No Palm Trees allowed. Average $400

				Tree Well		EA		average $600

				Remove Tree 		EA		Small trees are accounted for in clearing and grubbing (5" diameter or smaller) $700 to $800

				Tree Grate		EA		average $350

				Fall Tree		EA		average $1,000

				 











		Other Miscellaneous Items

				Minor Concrete (Minor Structure)		CY		average $1200

				6' Retaining Wall		CY		6' tall L shape wall 0.60 cy/lf.  Average $800

				4' Retaining Wall		CY		4' tall L shape wall 0.45 cy/lf.  Average $700



				Ped/Bike Bridge		EA





				Roadway Drainage		LS

				Chain Link Fence

				Iron / Decorative Fence
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O�-Street paths 
and on-street 
bikeways create 
new routes within 
and between 
Baldwin Park and 
West Covina. 


Existing or Funded Bikeways
O�-Street Path (Class I)
Bike Lane (Class II)
Bike Route (Class III)


O�-Street Path (Class I)


Infrastructure Projects


Bike Lane (Class II)
O�-Street Path (Class I)


Neighborhood
Greenway (Class III)


Feasibility & Design Projects
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1301 INTRODUCTION


are laid out and linked to bus lines, bike and walking paths, and other 
transportation options.


Finally, our region faces the huge challenge of confronting and coping with 
the consequences of climate change. Making communities more resilient to 
heat waves, wildfires, rising seas, extreme rainstorms and other projected 
impacts will depend on smart planning. We’ll review these challenges in 
more depth in Chapter 3.


REALIZING OUR VISION FOR A BETTER FUTURE


The 2016 RTP/SCS outlines concrete steps for meeting these challenges, and 
creating the conditions and infrastructure that result in increased mobility, easier 
access to destinations, and more transportation options. The Plan also analyzes 
the impacts of its decisions, policies, strategies and development projects on the 
environment, the economy and social equity. By doing this, the 2016 RTP/SCS 
promotes a sustainable future in which the environment is protected, economic 
growth is supported and the Plan’s benefits are widely distributed. 


The 2016 RTP/SCS envisions vibrant, livable communities that are healthy 
and safe with transportation options that provide easy access to schools, 
jobs, services, health care and other basic needs. These communities will be 
conducive to walking and bicycling and will offer residents improved access to 
amenities such as parks and natural lands. Collectively, these communities will 
support opportunities for business, investment and employment and fuel for 
a more prosperous economy. This vision recognizes the region’s tremendous 
diversity, and that no single solution will work everywhere.


SCAG worked closely with local jurisdictions to develop the Plan, which 


incorporates local growth forecasts, projects and programs and includes 
complementary regional policies and initiatives. Because SCAG encompasses 
six counties, it is important that the 2016 RTP/SCS reflect the region’s diverse 
needs and priorities. Every effort was made to ensure that this happened.


Since 2009, every MPO in California has been required to develop a 
Sustainable Communities Strategy as part of its Regional Transportation Plan—
therefore the name “RTP/SCS.” This SCS is a vital part of the overall Plan. It 
charts a course for how the SCAG region will reach state-mandated reductions 
in greenhouse gas emissions from cars and light trucks, which contribute to 
climate change. This SCS will be discussed extensively in the coming pages. 
The SCS is a driving force of this Plan, although not the only one. Once 
implemented along with the rest of the Plan, it will improve the overall quality of 
life for all residents of the region.


While our region faces great challenges, we are living at a time of technological 
and economic innovation that will help us meet those challenges. New mobility 
innovations can help the region meet the challenges of growth and increasing 
demands on our transportation system. Automated vehicles, drivers available 
on demand, data-driven infrastructure, and vehicles that respond to both their 
passengers and the environment are among the new mobility innovations that 
will reshape how we travel throughout the region. Many people, particularly 
Millennials, are already embracing some of these mobility innovations and 
are likely to be early adopters as new ones emerge. But these advances 
in mobility also have the potential to help all generations maintain their 
independence as they age.


The Plan considers new patterns of development as the regional economy 
continues to recover and grow, the composition of our population changes, 
the housing market responds to evolving needs, and demands and mobility 
innovations emerge. The Plan also includes a long-term strategic vision for the 
region that will help guide decisions for transportation and how we use land, as 
well as the public investments in both, through 2040.


MAJOR THEMES IN THE 2016 RTP/SCS


Throughout this Plan you will read about important themes that resonate 
throughout the document and help define its focus. A few have already been 
introduced. These themes include:


Integrating strategies for land use and transportation. The Plan recognizes that 
transportation investments and future land use patterns are inextricably linked, 


SUSTAINABILITY
The practice of analyzing the impacts 
of decisions, policies, strategies and 
development projects on the Environment, 
the Economy and Social Equity 
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14 2016 RTP/SCS


and continued recognition of this close relationship will help the region make 
choices that sustain our existing resources and expand efficiency, mobility and 
accessibility for people across the region. In particular, the Plan draws a closer 
connection between where we live and work, and it offers a blueprint for how 
Southern California can grow more sustainably.


Striving for sustainability. Creating a more sustainable region means growing 
and living in ways that use our resources efficiently to survive and prosper—
from the water we drink, to the air we breathe, to the energy we consume. It 
is essential that we strive for regional environmental sustainability as we also 
confront the potential impacts of continued climate change on our transportation 
infrastructure and communities. In Southern California, striving for sustainability  
includes achieving state-mandated targets for reducing greenhouse gas 
emissions from cars and light trucks and federal air quality conformity 
requirements, and also adapting wisely to a changing environment and climate.


Protecting and preserving our existing transportation infrastructure. The Plan 
places a priority on investing in the transportation system we already have, to 
maintain and extend its life and utility. It recognizes that deferring maintenance 
of infrastructure leads to costlier repairs in the future.


Increasing capacity through improved systems management. Pouring new 
concrete is not the only way to add capacity to our roadways. Transportation 
Systems Management, or TSM, is a powerful strategy that aims to improve the 
capacity and efficiency of the existing transportation system without resorting 
to large-scale and expensive capital improvements. Examples of TSM projects 
include coordinating traffic signals along a corridor; deploying changeable 
message signs that display real-time road information; and ramp meters that 
control the timing of vehicles driving onto highways.


Giving people more transportation choices. The Plan will provide people with 
more options for transportation and mobility, offering them various alternatives 
to driving alone. This will be accomplished by enhancing public transit capacity 
and increasing its viability by making it more accessible; completing critical 
road connections; providing greater opportunities for biking and walking, 
particularly for short trips; exploring how people might use alternative fuel 
vehicles within their neighborhoods and beyond; increasing telecommuting and 
flexible work schedules; encouraging new mobility innovations; and improving 
safety. These Transportation Demand Management, or TDM, strategies will 
help us better manage the demand we place on the roadway network by 
reducing the number of people who drive alone and encouraging them to use 
alternative modes of travel.


Leveraging technology. Advances in communications, computing and 
engineering—from shared mobility innovations to zero-emissions vehicles—
can lead to a more efficient transportation system with more mobility options 
for everyone. Technological innovations also can reduce the environmental 
impact of existing modes of transportation. For example, alternative fuel vehicles 
continue to become more accessible for retail consumers and for freight and 
fleet applications—and as they are increasingly used, air pollution can be 
reduced. Communications technology, meanwhile, can improve the movement 
of passenger vehicles and connected transit vehicles. Moreover, the way urban 
and suburban areas are shaped can support and encourage shared mobility and 
other new forms of transportation.


Responding to demographic and housing market changes. The region’s 
demographics and housing market are fluid and dynamic. The housing market 
has rebounded since the 2012 RTP/SCS was adopted, and the number of 
Millennials and empty nesters has continued to increase with many seeking 
smaller housing and a more walkable lifestyle. For many households in the 
region, minimizing transportation and housing costs remains a priority. The 
Plan includes strategies focused on compact infill development, superior 
placemaking (the process of creating public spaces that are appealing), and 
expanded housing and transportation choices. The goal is to create a region that 
can respond to changing demographics and markets.


Supporting commerce, economic growth and opportunity. The Plan supports 
economic growth by building the infrastructure the region needs to promote the 
smooth flow of goods and easier access to jobs, services, educational facilities, 
healthcare and more. The Plan also preserves natural lands, improves air 
quality and creates vibrant urban centers—all of which are critical for attracting 
and retaining the people and jobs Southern California needs to thrive.


Promoting the links among public health, environmental protection and 
economic opportunity. The Plan places a priority on implementing the 
integration of transportation and land use strategies to improve our overall 
health. The Plan will result in improved air quality, provide more opportunities 
for people to be physically active, and protect natural lands and habitats. The 
result: communities will become healthier places to live, allowing people and 
businesses to thrive.


Building a Plan based on the principles of social equity and environmental 
justice. The Plan is designed to create regionwide benefits that are distributed 
equitably, while avoiding having any one group carrying the burdens of 
development disproportionately. It is particularly important that the Plan 
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1501 INTRODUCTION


consider the consequences of transportation projects on low-income 
and minority communities and minimize negative impacts. In striving 
for environmental justice, the Plan provides specific measures to lessen 
the negative environmental impacts of transportation projects on these 
communities, as well as metrics to monitor how successful these measures are 
throughout the communities.


THIS PLAN IS A LIVING, EVOLVING TOOL 
FOR PROGRESS


WHY SCAG UPDATES THIS PLAN
The State of California and the federal government require that SCAG and other 
regional planning agencies update their respective Regional Transportation 


Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy every four years. Key laws and 
requirements drive our work. Two primary mandates include:


 z SCAG is required by federal law to prepare and update a long-range 
(minimum of 20 years) RTP (23 U.S.C.A. §134 et seq). Most areas 
within the SCAG region have been designated as nonattainment or 
maintenance areas for one or more transportation-related criteria 
pollutants.  Pursuant to the federal Clean Air Act, SCAG’s 2016 
RTP/SCS is required to meet all federal transportation conformity 
requirements, including: regional emissions analysis, financial 
constraint, timely implementation of transportation control measures, 
and interagency consultation and public involvement  
(42 U.S.C. §7401 et seq).


 z California Senate Bill 375 (SB 375) requires that the RTP also 
include an SCS, which outlines growth strategies that better integrate 
land use and transportation planning and help reduce the state’s 
greenhouse gas emissions from cars and light trucks (California 
Government Code §65080 (b)(2)(B). The RTP is combined with the 
SCS to form the RTP/SCS, which is further detailed in Chapter 5. For 
the SCAG region, the California Air Resources Board (ARB) has set 
greenhouse gas reduction targets at eight percent below 2005 per 
capita emissions levels by 2020, and 13 percent below 2005 per 
capita emissions levels by 2035. As we will discuss in this Plan, the 
region will meet or exceed these targets, lowering greenhouse gas 
emissions (below 2005 levels) by eight percent by 2020; 18 percent 
by 2035; and 21 percent by 2040.


While SCAG is required to meet these statutory requirements, all good long-
term plans are routinely re-evaluated and updated. SCAG is committed to 
ensuring that the RTP/SCS is a living document that evolves as the region’s 
demographics, priorities, desires and economy change.


BENEFITS BEYOND CLEANER AIR
This Plan, of course, is about much more than cleaner air and reduced 
greenhouse gas emissions, although those are primary goals. SCAG must 
plan for accommodating another 3.8 million residents in its region. The region 
also expects to add another 2.4 million jobs and 1.5 million new households by 
the Plan horizon of 2040. The strategies contained in the 2016 RTP/SCS are 
expected to produce numerous benefits. Among them are:


MOBILITY AND 
ACCESSIBILITY
MOBILITY refers to how quickly and 
efficiently people can travel from one 
location to another. ACCESSIBILITY refers 
to how connected people’s destinations are 
to transportation options.


Direct improvements to the transportation system can 
increase mobility. Two examples are speeding up train 
service and relieving congestion on highways. Improving 
accessibility requires better coordinating our investments 
for how we use land with our investments for transportation. 
Developing housing, businesses and other “Transit 
Oriented Development” around train stations, for example, 
improves accessibility.
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16 2016 RTP/SCS


KEY STEPS TOWARD IMPLEMENTING  
THE PLAN
To move forward on the Plan, SCAG needs to take some critical steps. 
Here are a few of them:


1. Funding the Plan


The 2016 RTP/SCS includes a $556.5 billion financial plan, 
discussed in Chapter 6 and detailed further in the Transportation 
Finance Appendix, that identifies how much money will be available 
to support the region’s capital, operating, maintenance and 
transportation system preservation needs over the life of the Plan. It 
includes a core revenue forecast of existing local, state and federal 
funding sources, along with new funding sources that are reasonably 
expected to be available through 2040.


These new sources of funding include anticipated adjustments 
to state and federal gas tax rates based on historical trends and 
recommendations from two national commissions created by 
Congress; efforts to further leverage existing local sales tax measures; 
value capture strategies (e.g., tax increment financing); potential 
national freight program/freight fees; and passenger and commercial 
vehicle tolls for specific facilities. Other reasonably expected 
revenues in the future will come from innovative financing strategies, 
such as private equity participation. The Plan includes strategies to 
ensure that these sources of revenue are available, in accordance 
with federal guidelines.


There is also a need to identify and secure funding to support 
deployment and implementation of the land use policies and 
strategies contained in the Plan to fully realize a sustainable regional 
vision. It will be essential to secure resources from the California 
Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund, also know as Cap-and-Trade, 
in order to support the Plan’s objectives. Additionally, innovative 
and emerging financing options such as Enhanced Infrastructure 
Finance Districts will need to be explored and implemented by 
local jurisdictions.


2. Collaborating with Local Jurisdictions and Stakeholders


Implementing the Plan will require SCAG to continue working 
closely with all jurisdictions, just as it did during its development. In 
particular, SCAG will need to work with the six county transportation 
commissions responsible for managing and prioritizing the portfolio 


 z Better Placemaking: The Plan will promote the development of 
better places to live and work through measures that encourage 
more compact development in certain areas of the region, varied 
housing options, bicycle and pedestrian improvements, and efficient 
transportation infrastructure.


 z Improved Access and Mobility: The Plan will encourage strategic 
transportation investments that add appropriate capacity and 
improve critical road conditions in the region, increase transit 
capacity and expand mobility options. Meanwhile, the Plan outlines 
strategies for developing land in coming decades that will place 
destinations closer together, thereby decreasing the time and cost of 
traveling between them.


 z Households save more money: The Plan is expected to result in less 
energy and water consumption across the region, as well as lower 
transportation costs for households.


 z Improved Public Health and a Healthier Environment: Improved 
placemaking and strategic transportation investments will help 
improve air quality; improve health as people have more opportunities 
to bicycle, walk and pursue other active alternatives to driving; and 
better protect natural lands as new growth is concentrated in existing 
urban and suburban areas.


These benefits add up to a simple and powerful idea: a more efficient 
transportation network and more livable and sustainable communities 
throughout our region.


GREENHOUSE GASES
Components of the atmosphere (carbon 
dioxide, methane, nitrous oxide and 
fluorinated gases) that contribute to 
the greenhouse effect
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Los Angeles County, CA


DISADVANTAGED
COMMUNITIES


Census tracts along 
the majority of the 
projects have Cal 
EnviroScreen 2.0 
scores in the top 25% 
statewide (>36.62).


Tract: 06037404701
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 52.55
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 5,873


Tract: 06037407001
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 48.93
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 5,905


Tract: 06037404703
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 64.20
Percentile Range: 96-100%
Population: 3,178


Tract: 06037404803
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 57.98
Percentile Range: 96-100%
Population: 1,741


Tract: 06037406200
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 49.63
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 4,062


Tract: 06037406901
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 49.03
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 4,701


Tract: 06037406800
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 44.29
Percentile Range: 86-90%
Population: 4,926


Tract: 06037406702
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 47.53
Percentile Range: 86-90%
Population: 5,823


Tract: 06037407002
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 52.44
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 3,804


Tract: 06037404702
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 51.42
Percentile Range: 91-95%
Population: 5,882


Tract: 06037405302 
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 43.98
Percentile Range: 86-90%
Population: 5, 351


Tract: 06037405500
Cal EnviroScreen 2.0 Score: 40.72
Percentile Range: 81-85%
Population: 6,808


Walnut Creek-San Gabriel
River East Bank Greenway
& Neighborhood Connections


Existing or Funded Bikeways
O�-Street Path (Class I)
Bike Lane (Class II)
Bike Route (Class III)


O�-Street Path (Class I)


Infrastructure Projects


Bike Lane (Class II)
O�-Street Path (Class I)


Neighborhood
Greenway (Class III)


Feasibility & Design Projects








Lola Torney <lolatorney@altaplanning.com>


Fwd: FW: Baldwin ParkWest Covina ATP Application  Request for Support 


Ryan Johnson <ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com> Mon, Jun 13, 2016 at 7:26 PM
To: Lola Torney <lolatorney@altaplanning.com>
Cc: Marisa Creter <mcreter@sgvcog.org>


Lola, this email may have to do for our application submission, unless they're able to get a better answer to us tomorrow.
It still shows we communicated with them.


 Ryan


Ryan Johnson
Senior Planner, Alta Planning + Design 
617 W. 7th St., Suite 505 
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Direct Phone: 2134373392
www.altaplanning.com 


Creating active communities.


 Forwarded message 
From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org> 
Date: Mon, Jun 13, 2016 at 7:02 PM
Subject: Re: Baldwin ParkWest Covina ATP Application  Request for Support 
To: Ryan Johnson <ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com> 


Hello Ryan,


Thank you for your inquiry. We are looking into your request, our deadline to get back to you is June 17th. I
understand applications are due on June 15th and will try my best to have a response to you in time. 


 


Best,


Dominique


On Fri, Jun 10, 2016 at 11:52 AM, Ryan Johnson <ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com> wrote: 
June 10th, 2016


California Association of Local Conservation Corps (LCC)
1121 L Street, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95814
Attn: Dominique Lofton
9164269170


Dear California Association of Local Conservation Corps,


The City of Baldwin Park, in partnership with the City of West Covina, is seeking the partnership and support of the
California Association of Local Conservation Corps in a proposed Active Transportation Project (ATP), hereafter
referred to as the WALNUT CREEKSAN GABRIEL RIVER EAST BANK GREENWAY & NEIGHBORHOOD
CONNECTIONS project.  We hope that our partnership can increase the public benefit of this public work. The details
of the project are as follows:



http://www.altaplanning.com/

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

mailto:ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com

mailto:ryanjohnson@altaplanning.com

tel:916-426-9170





Project Title: Walnut CreekSan Gabriel River East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood Connections 


Project Description: This project would construct 2.3 miles of Class I shareduse path along a portion of the San
Gabriel River and Walnut Creek between Ramona Blvd. and Baldwin Park Blvd. within Baldwin Park, utilizing existing
flood control levees. Additionally, it would design 6.8 miles of additional Class I shareduse path along the Walnut
Creek flood control channel in both Baldwin Park and West Covina, as well as design 15.3 miles of Class II and Class
III onstreet bikeways. Also, the project will include education and encouragement programs to support the
infrastructure components.


Map: <Attached>


Schedule: <Attached>


Detailed Estimate: <Attached>


Preliminary Plan(s): <Attached>


We look forward to your feedback upon review of this information, which may also be downloaded here.
 
Sincerely,
 
Ryan Johnson


Please note that I have been authorized to correspond on behalf of the City of Baldwin Park.


Ryan Johnson
Senior Planner, Alta Planning + Design 
617 W. 7th St., Suite 505 
Los Angeles, CA 90017
Direct Phone: 2134373392
www.altaplanning.com 


Creating active communities.


 


Dominique Lofton | Program Assistant
Environmental & Energy Consulting
1121 L Street, Suite 400 
Sacramento, CA 95814
916.426.9170 | inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org



https://apd.box.com/s/vks10sdksfdywj0sqz7zkoo5fx3a35og

http://www.altaplanning.com/

tel:916.426.9170

mailto:inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org

http://www.caleec.com/
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Question 3B – Photos of Safety Hazards  
All Photos are Along Ramona Boulevard 
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San Gabriel River Trail (west side), Looking East 
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway & Neighborhood Connections 


ATP-Specific Project Outreach 
On May 28 and 29, 2016, BikeSGV conducted some pop-up style outreach at various locations 
around the project area (mostly near the section to be designed as part of this application 
process). Approximately 20 people spoke about the project, including adult men playing 
basketball, parents on the playground with small kids, teens, walkers, and families with kids 
who were enjoying the Cameron Park and picnicking. Those who agreed to speak about the 
project provided feedback on what would like to see included as part of the project on a 
prepared board, shown below. The text at the bottom of the image reads, “Special designated 
area for running.” Additional notes at the bottom were cut off from the image and included, 
“emergency buttons,” “trash and recycling receptacles,” and “parking.” 


As the image shows, lighting was the most requested amenity requested by those surveyed, 
followed by playgrounds, maps & wayfinding, and furniture & drinking fountains. These 
amenities will be added into the design of the trail extension, as feasible.  
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The League of American Bicyclists reports that bicycling 
makes up $133 billion of the u.S. economy, funding 1.1 
million jobs.5 The League also estimates bicycle-related 
trips generate another $47 billion in tourism activity. 
Many communities have enjoyed a high return on their 
investment in bicycling. For example, the Outer Banks of 
North Carolina spent $6.7 million to improve local bicycle 
facilities, and reaped a reported benefit of $60 million of 
annual economic activity associated with bicycling.


1.4.3 Benefits to Households and Individuals
Biking is not just a form of travel; it is an important form of 
exercise. Many public health experts associate the rising 
and widespread incidence of obesity with automobile-
dominant development patterns and lifestyles that 
limit such incidental and daily forms of physical activity 
achieved through bicycling.6 This association is perhaps 
most apparent, and acute, with respect to children and 
school travel. After decades of declining rates of walking 
and biking – from roughly half of all non-high school 
students in 1968 to just 14 percent in 2009 – obesity 
among youth has become an epidemic.7 In California, one 
in three kids age 9-17 are now at risk of becoming or are 
already overweight.8 


For children, the Center for Disease Control and 
Prevention (CDC) recommends 60 minutes of daily 
aerobic exercise. The CDC recommends 75 to 150 
minutes of vigorous exercise, in combination with muscle 
strengthening exercises, for adults on a weekly basis. For 
many adults and children, walking or biking to work or 
school is a viable – if not the only – option for achieving 
these recommended exercise regimens. 


Bicycle infrastructure also provides transportation choices 
to those who cannot or do not drive, including people 
with disabilities, youth, seniors, and people with limited 
incomes. Families that can replace some of their driving 
trips with bicycling trips spend a lower proportion of their 
income on transportation,9 freeing additional income 
for local goods and services. For others who do not live 
within walking distance of their employment site, or who 
work a distance from transit routes, bicycling may provide 
the only affordable and reliable means of commuting. 


3. Cortright, Joe for CEOs for Cities. (2009). Walking the Walk: How Walkability Raises Home Values in US Cities.
4. The Clean Air Partnership. (2009). Bike Lanes, On-Street Parking and Business: A Study of Bloor Street in Toronto’s Annex Neighborhood.
 5. Flusche, Darren for the League of American Bicyclists. (2009). The Economic Benefits of Bicycle Infrastructure Investments.
 6. October 27, 1999 issue of the JAMA
7. United States Department of Transportation, National Household Travel Survey
8. The California Endowment. (No Date). Fighting California’s Childhood Obesity Epidemic. http://www.calendow.org/article.aspx?id=348
9. Center for Neighborhood Technology. (2005). Driven to Spend: Pumping Dollars out of Our Households and Communities.


1.5 Public Outreach
Due to the unique partnership between the cities of 
Baldwin Park, El Monte, Monterey Park, San Gabriel, and 
South El Monte, as well as Day One/BikeSGV, community 
outreach was extensive. During fall 2013 and winter 2014, 
the project team conducted a series of outreach activities 
to engage the participating communities in identifying 
initial challenges, opportunities, and ideas for improving 
the cycling experience in the San Gabriel Valley.  The 
following provides a list of community engagement 
activities that were conducted during the initial input 
gathering phase of the project:


 • Community Outreach Booths


 º October 5, 2013: South El Monte’s Mayor
Ride, City Hall, South El Monte 


 º October 19, 2013: Think Together Sports 
Tournament, Olive Middle School, Baldwin 
Park 


 º October 19, 2013: Children’s Day Parade & 
Harvest Festival, Arceo Park, El Monte


 º October 19, 2013: Harmony Festival Car Show 
& Artisans’ Faire, Barnes Park, Monterey Park


 º October 27, 2013: BikeSGV’s Halloween Bike 
Train, Santa Fe Dam, Baldwin Park


 º November 1, 2013: Carnival, Morgan Park, 
Baldwin Park


 º November 2, 2013: South El Monte Mayor’s 
Ride, City Hall, South El Monte


 º November 16, 2013: 5K Turkey Trot, Vincent 
Lugo Park, San Gabriel


 º November 21, 2013: Farm Cuisine Restaurant 
Grand Opening, Monterey Park


 º November 23, 2013: Teen Center 10-Year 
Anniversary, Hilda Solis Park, Baldwin Park


 º November 24, 2013: BikeSGV’s Bike Train, 
Peck Road Park, El Monte


 º December 6, 2013: SGV Service Center Open 
House, South El Monte
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team created large-print maps showing the Emerald 
Necklace trail network, existing and planned bikeways in 
each of the five project cities, and bikeways throughout 
the larger San Gabriel Valley area. Members of the 
public were asked to review the maps and provide input 
on challenges and opportunities for bicycling in the 
respective city and throughout the region. Hard copies of 
the Bikeways Survey were available for booth visitors to 
complete on-site. Those who stopped by the booth were 
also provided with materials such as bike maps, stickers, 
pamphlets, and information about BikeSGV’s monthly 
Bike Train group rides and bicycle advocacy in the San 
Gabriel Valley. Finally, visitors were invited to sign-up 
to receive future updates about the project. The events 
usually included a large number of children and families.


More detailed lists of comments provided at these 
outreach events can be found in Appendix B.


1.5.2 Jurisdictional Meetings – Round 1
In December 2013, the project team facilitated five (5) 
public Jurisdictional Meetings (one in each participating 
city) to present an overview of the plan process and 


gather input from the individual communities.  All of the 
five individual meetings took place from 6:30pm – 8:00pm 
at centrally located public facilities.  Detailed descriptions 
of each workshop and the public input received can be 
found in Appendix B.


The meetings followed an Open House format, with 
various stations throughout the room.  Staff and 
volunteers from BikeSGV joined Alta Planning + Design 
staff to answer questions and prompt community 
members to provide their own ideas for how to create 
a more bike-friendly San Gabriel Valley.  In addition to 
the Sign-In Table, six stations were provided to provide 
information and to collect ideas:


1. Bicycle Master Plan Presentation


2. Mapping


3. Bicycle Transportation Facility Types
Image 1- Bike Plan Volunteer Speaking With an 


Interested Community Member


Image 2- Flyer for the Regional Bicycle Master Plan


 º December 29, 2013: BikeSGV’s Bike Train, 
Legg Lake, South El Monte 


 º January 23, 2014: urban Greening Town Hall 
Meeting, El Monte


 º January 25, 2014: Chinese New Year, 
Monterey Park


 º January 26, 2014: BikeSGV’s Bike Train, Santa 
Fe Dam, Baldwin Park


 • Jurisdictional Meetings


 º December 3, 2013: Monterey Park
Bruggemeyer Library


 º December 4, 2013: South El Monte Senior 
Center


 º December 5, 2013: San Gabriel Public Library


 º December 11, 2013: Baldwin Park Arts & 
Recreation Center


 º December 17, 2013: El Monte Senior Center


 • Information Kiosks in Each City


 • Youth Workshops:


 º Mark Keppel High School’s Promoting Youth
Advocacy Club (4 dates between October 
2013 and January 2014)


 • Online and Hard-Copy Survey


 º Survey was open from October 1, 2013
through January 31, 2014


 • Website with Mapping Tool, Polls & Suggestion
Form


1.5.1  Community Outreach Booths
Public outreach was conducted at several community 
events through a “pop-up booth” staffed by BikeSGV 
volunteers and members of the project team. The project 
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4. Education, Encouragement & Evaluation – What’s
Working? What Can We Do Better?


5. Survey Station


6. Kids’ Activity Station


Station 1: Bicycle Master Plan Presentation


A brief, continuous running PowerPoint presentation 
provided background information about the Regional 
Bicycle Master Plan project.  The presentation provided 
an explanation of the project and a tentative schedule to 
provide overview information and guidance on how to 
stay involved.


Station 2: Mapping


using stickers and maps of the project cities, participants 
at this station identified current cycling destinations, 
places that they would like to bicycle to, and locations 
for possible improvements. Post-It notes and flip charts 
were used to record additional notes or destinations. 
Destinations noted by stakeholders for bicycle 


connectivity include East L.A. College in Monterey Park, 
the El Monte Transit Center, grocery stores, community 
centers, Whittier Narrows Recreation Area, river bicycle 
paths, and other parks and recreation facilities. 


On a different set of maps, participants were asked to 
identify challenge locations, such as physical barriers 
or complex intersections. Participants frequently noted 
issues related to freeways bifurcating the community and 
freeway interchanges causing high-stress crossings, high-
speed arterials such as Atlantic Boulevard and Garvey 
Avenue, and intersections difficult to navigate via bicycle. 
Participants requested improvements near schools to slow 
traffic and better accommodate bicycle and pedestrian 
travel.


Image 3- Bike Plan Community Meeting in Monterey Park


Station 3: Bicycle Transportation Facility Types


An education station was provided with four boards 
showing different types of bicycle facilities: one board 
illustrated standard bicycle facilities commonly used 
today (Class I paths, regular bike lanes, sharrows, etc.), 
another offered images of more non-standard bikeway 
facilities (e.g., cycle tracks, colored bike lanes, etc.), a third 
board showed bicycle parking options, and the last board 
highlighted common types of bicycle pavement markings 
and wayfinding signage.  Participants were asked to show 
which facility types they would like to see used in their 
communities, and several individuals provided ideas for 
additional treatments or ways to improve those shown on 
the boards. In addition, participants were asked to discuss 
where these various facilities might be installed in the 
future. 


Image 4- Community Members Voting for Their Preferred 
Bicycle Facilities


Table 1-2 and Table 1-3 show the total sticker vote 
counts among all five project cities for preferred Bikeway 
Types; Bicycle Parking Facilities; and Signage, Markings, 
and Wayfinding. Cycle Tracks received the most votes for 
preferred Bikeway Type, and Bike Stations were the most 
popular Bicycle Parking Facilities among participants.
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Table 1-2  Bikeway Types


Standard Bikeway Types Number of Dots “Innovative” Bikeway Types Number of Dots


Off-Street Bike Path 6 Cycle Tracks 17


On-Street Bike Lanes 12 Buffered Bike Lanes 5


Signed Shared Roadway 4 Enhanced Colored Bike Lanes 7


Bicycle Boulevard 3 Colored Sharrow Lane (“Super Sharrows”) 0


Table 1-3  Bicycle Parking Facilities


Short Term Bicycle Parking 
Facilities


Number of Dots Long Term Bicycle Parking 
Facilities


Number of Dots


On-Street Bicycle Corral 6 Bicycle Lockers 4


Curb Extension Bicycle 
Racks


5 Bicycle Rooms and 
Compounds


5


Sidewalk Bicycle Racks 8 Bike Stations 9


Sheltered Bicycle Racks 7 Automated Bicycle Parking 0


Table 1-4  Signage, Markings & Wayfinding


Category Number of Dots


Facility Signage and Pavement Markings 15


Wayfinding Signage 6


 Station 4: Education, Encouragement & Evaluation


A station was established for participants to discuss 
various non-infrastructure components typically included 
within a bicycle master plan.   Education events include 
youth bicycle rodeos and adult bicycle skills courses to 
teach people how to safely and confidently ride bikes, 
encouragement programs to get more individuals riding, 
and enforcement activities that aim to reduce bicycle/
motor vehicle conflicts and other sources of potential 
injury.  Participants were asked to share if any of these 
non-infrastructure programs were currently in place in 
their communities.  In addition, visitors showed which 
types they would like to see implemented in their 
communities by “voting” with dot stickers (shown in 
Table 1-5).


Across all five cities, Encouragement Programs received 
the most votes, with Education Programs close behind. 


Image 5- One of Several Boards on Display at the Bike Plan 
Community Meetings


Table 1-5  Preferred Non-Infrastructure Programs


Category Number of Dots


Education 11


Encouragement 13


Enforcement 8
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Station 5: Survey Station 


Hard copies of a survey were available for participants to 
complete. Small gifts (e.g., bike lights, safety straps, water 
bottles, etc.) were provided to participants that completed 
the surveys. 


Station 6: Kids’ Activity Station
At each Meeting, kids were given the opportunity to 
create drawings about biking and bike safety. This 
table was popular at all five Jurisdictional Meetings and 
provided an opportunity for families to visit the workshop 
and participate. Images for coloring by children were 
related to bicycling and provided simple safety guidance.


Image 6- Survey Station


Image 7- Kids’ Activity Station at the Bike Plan Community Meetings


Image 8- Mark Keppel High School Students Volunteering for 
the Bike Plan


1.5.3 Information Kiosks
An information kiosk was created for each city. The kiosks 
were strategically placed in areas of high foot traffic 
with high visibility such as city hall, community centers, 
libraries, schools, day care facilities, senior centers, etc. 
Each month, the kiosks were placed in different locations 
within each city.


1.5.4 Mark Keppel High School’s Promoting 
Youth Advocacy Club


In partnership with Mark Keppel High School, Asian 
Americans Advancing Justice, and the Asian Pacific 
Islander Obesity Prevention Alliance, a group of teenage 
community leaders volunteered to participate in an 
extracurricular club known as PYA (Promoting Youth 
Advocacy) which met weekly on campus and on the first 
Saturday of each month from 12pm-3pm. The Saturday 
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1.5.5 Bicycling Survey
Digital and hard copy surveys were provided to 
community members to gather input for the creation 
of the Regional Bicycle Master Plan. Between October 1, 
2013 and January 31, 2014, 487 responses were received. 
The complete survey form and detailed survey results are 
located in Appendix C. 


Of the 487 respondents, the majority of them were 
between 18 and 45 years old, nearly a third were over 46 
years old, and 18 percent were under 18 years old. Sixty 
percent of survey respondents identified as male. Only 
fewer than 5 percent of respondents do not work or go to 
school. Nearly half (46%) of respondents have a commute 
to work or school that is under five miles, which is 
typically considered to be within easy bicycling range for 
most people, and half of those respondents live less than 
two miles from their work/school destination. Of those 
who commute to/from work, most drive alone (57.6%), 
although approximately 70 percent of respondents claim 
to be comfortable riding in at least some traffic. Over 
40 percent of respondents commute to work/school by 
bicycle at least one day per week, while 64 percent ride 
a bike for recreation or exercise at least once each week. 
As shown in Figure 1-4, the main reasons that people 
bicycle are for Health and Exercise/Recreation. The next 
most popular reason to bicycle is because it is good for 
the environment.


Image 9- Mark Keppel Students Conducting a 
Walking Street Audit


class was used to educate youth about various health and 
environmental inequities in the San Gabriel Valley while 
actively engaging them in the Regional Bike Master Plan 
development process to address those inequities. Dates 
and topics for the Saturday classes are as follows:


 • October 5, 2013: General Introduction to Healthy
Eating, Active Living and Existing Conditions in
the San Gabriel Valley


 • November 2, 2013: Bike Master Plan Overview


 º Basics of bicycle routes, infrastructure,
programs, and policies


 º Walking Street Audits, Part I


 • December 7, 2013


 º Exploring the Transformative Nature of Open
Streets events


 º Fix-a-Flat & Patch-a-Tube


 • January 11, 2014: Walking Street Audit, Part II
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Figure 1-4 Reasons for Bicycling
Fig 1-4: Reasons for Bicycling


Fig 1-5: Barriers to Bicycling
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Additional reasons entered for “Other” include avoiding parking costs, not wanting to drive/own a car, socializing, and for 
fun.


When asked what prevents survey respondents from bicycling more often, if not at all, respondents indicated that the 
top three reasons are a lack of designated bikeways, the behavior of motorists, and vehicle volumes and/or speeds. 
Figure 1-5 displays the results of this question. 


Figure 1-5 Barriers to Bicycling
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Fig 1-5: Barriers to Bicycling
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Additional reasons given in the “Other” category 
include the risk of bicycle theft, their job requires them 
to use a motor vehicle, concerns about personal safety 
during nighttime, or lack of bicycle ownership. 


The most important considerations that respondents 
make when making a decision to ride a bicycle are the 
presence of designated on-street bikeways, a network 
of routes between cities, behavior of motorists, traffic 
volumes/speeds, and the condition of the bikeway/
roadway (e.g., pavement quality). 


Programs that respondents are the most interested in 
are riding skills and safety education for children and 
adults, public awareness campaigns, bicycle maps and 
guides, bicycle information websites or smart phone 
applications, and special bicycle events/promotions 
such as Open Streets or Bike Month. 


When asked to list places in the San Gabriel Valley 
respondents would like to see new bicycle facilities, 
some common themes were evident. Among the 
locations suggested by respondents were major 


arterials (especially Valley Boulevard, Rosemead 
Boulevard, and San Gabriel Boulevard), “Main Streets” 
through downtown districts, areas around bus and rail 
transit hubs (e.g., Gold Line stations & the El Monte Bus 
Station), and in and around the City of Pasadena.


When asked to provide additional comments, several 
respondents requested that more bicycle and motorist 
education be provided in the San Gabriel Valley. Many 
others specifically asked for physically separated “cycle 
tracks,” reflecting an interest in maximizing separation 
from vehicular traffic.


1.5.6 Website with Mapping Tool, Polls & 
Suggestion Form


The project team established an online website 
(www.dobikeplan.com) to provide information to the 
community and solicit input about the Bicycle Master 
Plan. Visitors to the website can sign-up for project 
updates, complete the project survey, and participate in 
monthly online polls about topics related to bicycling in 


Figure 1-6 Bike Plan Website
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Figure 1-7 Mapping Tool


the San Gabriel Valley. A key focus of the website, though, 
is the suggested bikeways map that allows website 
visitors to respond to a set of initial routes proposed by 
the project team and/or make their own suggestions for 


bikeways in the project cities. The images below are taken 
from the website.


Poll results and suggestions submitted through the 
website can be found in Appendix D.
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for non-commute purposes was significantly higher 
than those made for work or school. While nearly half of 
respondents (42%) said that they never ride to/from work 
or school, only eight percent replied that they never ride 
for recreation or exercise. Similarly, while just over forty 
percent of respondents commute by bike at least once 
a week, almost three-quarters ride their bicycles at least 
once a week for recreation or exercise. 


Of the optional responses, the top reason survey 
respondents selected as why they bicycle was for 
Exercise/Recreation; over eighty percent (80.7%) of the 
survey respondents selected this as a reason. A similar 
percentage (79.5%) of respondents stated they ride 
a bicycle because it is good for their health, and just 
above half (51%) of respondents do so because it is 
environmentally friendly. After these reasons, the next 
most common response was bicycling to shop, run 
errands, or eat out, which thirty-five percent (35%) of 
respondents listed as a reason that they ride a bicycle. The 
percentage of respondents bicycling for these utilitarian 
trips exceeds the percentage who reported that they 
bike to get to work or school (34.7%). This suggests that 
interventions that aim to increase bicycling, whether they 
are programs, infrastructure, or education, should target 
many destinations, not just job centers and schools, and 
focus on many different travel periods, not just the peak 
commuting hours. 


According to cross-tabulation analyses, respondents from 
outside of the five partner cities and the San Gabriel Valley 
are more likely than those living within the San Gabriel 
Valley to ride a bicycle for environmental or personal 
health reasons, or to connect with public transit.


About one-third (31%) of survey respondents said that the 
average length of their bicycle trips is between two and 
five miles, while fifteen percent (15%) responded that their 
bicycle trips average less than two miles. Nearly one-fifth 
(19%) of respondents ride an average of more than twenty 
miles at a time. 


Barriers to Bicycling 
The survey asked respondents to note what prevents 
them from bicycling to work/school and from bicycling in 
general. It also asked respondents to rate the degree to 
which a number of conditions influence their decisions to 
bicycle. 


A number of common themes emerged from the 
responses. Survey respondents highly value bicycle lanes. 
They cited lack of bicycle lanes as the biggest barrier that 
prevents them from biking to work or school. Similarly, 
respondents commonly cited lack of bicycle paths 
and routes as barriers to riding and rated these as very 
important factors in their decision to ride, as well. The 
cross-tabulation analyses showed that respondents living 
within the five partner cities are more likely than others to 
cite a lack of off-street bike paths as a reason for not riding 
a bicycle more often. On the other hand, all respondents 
cite a lack of on-street bike lanes a barrier at about the 
same rate.


A second common theme is the behavior of motorists, 
which scored highly on respondents’ ranking of 
conditions that influenced their decision to ride a bicycle 
in their community. Motorist behavior was specifically 
one of the most common reasons that participants 
chose not to ride a bicycle.  Similarly, respondents also 
considered vehicle volumes and speeds important factors 
in determining their decisions to ride.


Some of the conditions that respondents considered less 
important influences in their decisions to bicycle relative 
to the other options were distance to their destination 
(only 17% chose this as a barrier) and behavior of other 
bicycle riders (only 8% think it negatively influences their 
decision to ride a bicycle).


Table C-1, Table C-2, and Table C-3 display the full 
responses regarding barriers to riding.


Figure C-5 Days per Week Riding a Bike for Recreation/
Excerise


Figure C-6 Average Bicycle Trip Length
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KEY FINDINGS OF ANALYSES INCLUDE: 


 – The three high performing schools documented 
a major shift away from the car in both 
morning and afternoon school trips between 
fall 2007 and fall 2009. These changes 
were mostly due to increases in walking and 
bicycling between home and school. In less 
than three years, the percentage of students 
who walked and bicycled to/from high 
performing schools doubled.


 – The three reference schools showed a shift 
away from the car and toward the school bus in 
the morning between fall 2007 and fall 2009, 
but this change was not seen in the afternoon, 
nor was it due to greater levels of walking and 
bicycling.


 – Compared to schools that did not see increases 
in walking and bicycling, schools where walking 
and bicycling increased over time were more 
likely to have strong program leadership 
established by the schools’ principals. The most 
successful schools conducted SRTS activities 
focused directly on increasing walking and 
bicycling more frequently, and maintained 
consistent support for the SRTS program from 
parent groups. These schools also tended 
to implement school policies that supported 
walking or bicycling between home and school.


Study results support the conclusion that 
program leadership, SRTS activity frequency, 
supportive policies and parent group 
engagement play key roles in encouraging 
more  students to walk and bicycle to/
from school. These findings are potentially 
useful for SRTS practitioners, State SRTS 
Program Coordinators and other funders and 
researchers.  Future research should extend 
and enrich these findings by collecting data as 
SRTS programs are implemented over time. 
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Additional Parental Support 
and SRTS Activities


90 percent (46 of 51) of the SRTS activities 
conducted at high performing schools focused 
directly on increasing walking/bicycling. 


In contrast, a little more than 60 percent (22 
of 35) of activities at reference schools had 
such a focus. Examples of activities designed 
to increase walking/bicycling included frequent 
walker/rider programs, walk to school day 
events, and park-and-walk programs. Activities 
not explicitly designed to increase student 
walking and bicycling percentages included 
safety assemblies, speed enforcement in 
school zones, and classroom-based pedestrian 
safety trainings. 


Additional parental support is generated after 
program leadership has been established. 
According to program coordinators across 
the three high performing schools, parental 
support maintained the motivation of SRTS 
leadership and increased the frequency with 
which SRTS activities were conducted. At 
one high performing school for instance, the 
school’s Parent-Teacher Organization (PTO) 
worked with its principal each month to design 
and conduct SRTS activities. In contrast, 
program coordinators at reference schools 
indicated that parental support was either 
sporadic or difficult to detect at all.


An examination of the actions taken by high 
performing and reference schools reveals 
two major differences. First, as a group, high 
performing schools conducted a greater 
number of total activities over the three-
year period than reference schools (51 vs. 
35, respectively) (see Appendix E). Second, 
a higher percentage of the SRTS activities 
conducted at high performing schools focused 
explicitly on increasing the percentage of 
students walking or bicycling. More than 


“We see more children riding bicycles, 
something the parents have really 
supported. I think that the bicycle racks 
we installed helped to get more kids 
bicycling.”


- Transportation Coordinator for Middle
School F (a high performing school)
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Appendix B. Program Elements 


This Appendix details specific elements of SRTS programs that are recommended for the San Diego region. 
Elements are organized into four categories: Data Collection and Evaluation, SRTS Coordination, Technical 
Support, and Outreach and Awareness Campaigns. 


Each recommended program includes a brief description of the elements, a discussion of programs in San 
Diego, and best practices programs nationwide. Documented efficacy provides background into studied 
impacts of the program. Peer-reviewed literature or evaluation of a specific program is presented where 
available. Preliminary cost estimates are based on a standard cost to implement the program, including both 
start-up cost (including materials or template development) and ongoing cost of implementation by school or 
district. Finally, the benefit and potential efficacy of the program is identified from a regional standpoint.  


Data Collection and Evaluation 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Traffic Counts 
Description: Automatic counters or manual counts performed by staff or volunteers provide an estimate of 


walking and/or bicycling activity. These counts can track changes over time and indicate 
program effectiveness or need. Manual counts can be more expensive, but can also collect 
information about gender, bicyclist age, helmet use, and turning movements. 


Manual or video counts are required to differentiate students walking or biking from adults, to 
distinguish between walkers/bikers and students who were dropped off near school, and to 
capture turning movements, which are used to evaluate the need for crossing guards or other 
infrastructure improvements. 


Example Programs 
in San Diego: 


SANDAG owns stationary counters. Additional counters could be purchased and placed near 
schools to count bicyclists and pedestrians, but which cannot differentiate youth from adult 
travelers. 


Rady Children’s Hospital implements the Active4Me Program in Southeastern San Diego. 


Best Practice 
Programs: 


Los Angeles County’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Counts are annual volunteer manual counts at 
120 locations. 


The City of Portland’s Bicycle Count Program conducts annual volunteer manual counts as well 
as automatic counts at key locations. The City identifies high-priority locations, as well as 
additional locations to be counted given sufficient volunteers. Volunteers attend a mandatory 
training and submit their forms online. Automatic counts focus on bridges to identify seasonal 
variations in bicycle traffic. 


The University of California Berkeley’s Safe Transportation Research and Education Center 
(SAFETREC) is conducting an evaluation of SRTS programs throughout California.  


Documented 
Efficacy: 


N/A; counts build support for SRTS programs and contribute to a Report Card that tracks the 
status of biking and walking in the community. 


Recommendation: Develop a methodology with template forms, dates, and hours for counting bicyclists and 
pedestrians near schools. Encourage data collection on before-and-after data for infrastructure 
projects. Provide training for jurisdictions to conduct their own counts and submit the data to 
SANDAG for inclusion in SRTS Report Card/Evaluation Report. 
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KEY FINDINGS OF ANALYSES INCLUDE: 


 – The three high performing schools documented 
a major shift away from the car in both 
morning and afternoon school trips between 
fall 2007 and fall 2009. These changes 
were mostly due to increases in walking and 
bicycling between home and school. In less 
than three years, the percentage of students 
who walked and bicycled to/from high 
performing schools doubled.


 – The three reference schools showed a shift 
away from the car and toward the school bus in 
the morning between fall 2007 and fall 2009, 
but this change was not seen in the afternoon, 
nor was it due to greater levels of walking and 
bicycling.


 – Compared to schools that did not see increases 
in walking and bicycling, schools where walking 
and bicycling increased over time were more 
likely to have strong program leadership 
established by the schools’ principals. The most 
successful schools conducted SRTS activities 
focused directly on increasing walking and 
bicycling more frequently, and maintained 
consistent support for the SRTS program from 
parent groups. These schools also tended 
to implement school policies that supported 
walking or bicycling between home and school.


Study results support the conclusion that 
program leadership, SRTS activity frequency, 
supportive policies and parent group 
engagement play key roles in encouraging 
more  students to walk and bicycle to/
from school. These findings are potentially 
useful for SRTS practitioners, State SRTS 
Program Coordinators and other funders and 
researchers.  Future research should extend 
and enrich these findings by collecting data as 
SRTS programs are implemented over time. 
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Health Information 


Health Status for School Children in Project Area  
Students in Baldwin Park, Covina, and West Covina school districts fall behind in body 
composition and aerobic capacity fitness standards compared to statewide levels, and LA 
County in some cases (with the exception of 5th grade students in West Covina for aerobic 
capacity). Percentage of students who are in the Healthy Fitness Zone (HFZ) listed in the table 
below.  


• HFZ are Standards established by The Cooper Institute that represent levels of fitness
that offer some degree of protection against diseases that can result from sedentary
living (Data Quest, 2014-2015)


• Body composition results provide an estimate of the percent of a student's weight that
is fat in contrast to the "fat-free" body mass made up of muscles, bones, and organs.


• Aerobic capacity assesses the capacity of the cardiorespiratory system by measuring
endurance. (more info:
http://preview.cde.ca.gov/pft/PhysFitness/gls_pft_tasks1011.asp)


Body composition Aerobic capacity 


Healthy Fitness 
Zone (Data Quest 
2014-15) 


% Grade 
5 in HFZ 


% Grade 
7 in HFZ 


% Grade 
9 in HFZ 


% Grade 
5 in HFZ 


% Grade 
7 in HFZ 


% Grade 
9 in HFZ 


California 59.7% 61.5% 64.0% 63.5% 65.4% 63.8% 


LA County 56.0% 58.7% 61.0% 61.0% 61.8% 58.8% 


Baldwin Park 
Unified 


50.6% 51.4% 55.7% 48.4% 55.5% 55.7% 


Covina Valley 
Unified 


54.3% 52.6% 63.8% 50.5% 69.6% 74.0% 


West Covina Unified 52.7% 59.8% 61.3% 66.4% 58.9% 58.2% 


Active Transportation Benefits for Project 
The greenway runs across several schools, parks, and shopping centers, providing an option 
for residents and visitors to reach these destinations by walking or biking and more 
opportunities to integrate exercise into their daily routine. Physical activity helps prevent 
obesity and associated chronic diseases such as diabetes and cardiovascular disease. Active 
daily transportation that incorporates bicycling or walking is associated with an overall 11% 
reduction in cardiovascular risk, and children who bicycle at least twice a week are less likely 
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to be overweight than their peers.1 Every additional hour spent in a car is associated with a 6% 
increase in the likelihood of obesity, and every additional kilometer walked is associated with a 
4.8% reduction in obesity.2  


Access to nature and open space - mental health 
• The greenway itself provides exposure to nature as well as a connection to parks
• The experience of nature helps to restore the mind from the mental fatigue of work or


studies, contributing to improved work performance and satisfaction.3


• Outdoor activities can help alleviate symptoms of Alzheimer’s, dementia, stress, and
depression.4


• Contact with nature helps children to develop cognitive, emotional, and behavioral
connections to their nearby social and biophysical environments. Nature experiences
are important for encouraging imagination and creativity, cognitive and intellectual
development, and social relationships.5


Additional note: 


The census tracts around the project corridor have a high environmental burden (according to 
CalEnviroScreen). They are in the 90th percentile or higher for PM 2.5. 


1 Hamer, M., and Y. Chida. 2007. Active commuting and cardiovascular risk: A meta-analytic review. Preventive 
Medicine, 46, 9-1; Dudas, R., and M. Crocetti. 2008. Association of bicycling and childhood overweight status. 
Ambulatory Pediatrics, 8, 392-395. 
2 L. D. Frank, M. Andresen, and T. L. Schmid, “Obesity Relationships and Community Design, Physical Activity, and Time 
Spent in Cars,” American Journal of Preventive Medicine 27, no. 2 (2004): 87–96, http:// www.act-
trans.ubc.ca/documents/ajpmaug04.pdf. 
3 Kaplan, S. 1995. The Restorative Benefits of Nature: Toward An Integrative Framework.Journal of Environmental 
Psychology 15, 3: 169-182; Lohr, V.I., C.H. Pearson-Mims, and G.K. Goodwin. 1996. Interior Plants May Improve Worker 
Productivity and Reduce Stress in a Windowless Environment. Journal of Environmental Horticulture 14, 97-100; Kaplan, 
R. 1993. The Role of Nature in the Context of the Workplace. Landscape and Urban Planning 26, 1-4: 193-201; Shibata,
S., and N. Suzuki. 2002. Effects of the Foliage Plant on Task Performance and Mood.Journal of Environmental
Psychology 22, 3: 265-272.
4 Mooney, P., and P.L. Nicell. 1992. The Importance of Exterior Environment for Alzheimer Residents: Effective Care and 
Risk Management. Healthcare Management Forum 5, 2: 23-29; Chalfont, G.E., and S. Rodiek. 2005. Building Edge: An
Ecological Approach to Research and Design of Environments for People with Dementia. Alzheimer's Care Today 6, 4:
341.
5 Heerwagen, J.H., and G.H. Orians. 2002. The ecological world of children. In: Kahn, P.H.J., and S.R. Kellert (eds.),
Children and Nature: Psychological, Sociocultural, and Evolutionary Investigations. MIT Press, Cambridge MA, pp. 29-
64; Kahn Jr., P.H., and S.R. Kellert. 2002. Children and Nature: Psychological, Sociocultural, and Evolutionary
Investigations. MIT Press, Cambridge MA; Kirkby, M. 1989. Nature as refuge in children’s environments. Children’s
Environments Quarterly 6:7-12.
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San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network 
Demand Analysis and Cost-Benefit Analysis 


Executive Summary 
This cost-benefit analysis (CBA) weighs the costs (capital and maintenance) and benefits 
(environmental sustainability, quality of life, economic competitiveness, safety, and state of good 
repair) that would accrue during construction and over a 20-year evaluation period after 
completion of the San Gabriel Valley Regional Greenway Network project. Below is a summary of 
the undiscounted findings of the CBA (all values presented in 2016 constant dollars): 


• The project will cost an estimated $1,495,000 to construct and approximately $20,000 per
year to maintain. $1,196,000 is requested in ATP funding.


• After construction, the project will help encourage roughly 291 million bicycle and
pedestrian trips in the project study area between 2024 and 2043, resulting in roughly 243
million fewer vehicle-miles traveled (VMT).


• This reduction in VMT translates into 121,000 fewer metric tons of greenhouse gases and
criteria pollutants which would cost the equivalent of $25 million in avoided environmental
damage or mitigation costs between 2024 and 2043.


• The project will also encourage on average 2,700 more people to meet the Centers for
Disease Control’s recommended number of physical activity and will save residents $78
million in healthcare expenses between 2024 and 2043.


• By encouraging more people to bicycle and walk instead of drive in single-occupant
automobiles, residents will save $153 million in household transportation expenses, $81
million in prevented collisions, $13.5 million in costs related to traffic congestion, and $35
million in roadway maintenance cost savings over the 20-year period.


At a 3 percent real discount rate, the net present value of the proposed project is $213,260,000, 
the internal rate of return is 99.4 percent, and the benefit-cost ratio is 139.0, For just the ATP funds 
requested, the proposed project has a $213,520,000 net present value, 108.4 percent internal rate 
of return, and 167.2 cost-benefit ratio at a 3 percent real discount rate.  


At a 7 percent real discount rate, the net present value of the proposed project $108,870,000, the 
internal rate of return is 91.9 percent, and the benefit-cost ratio is 89.8. For just the ATP funds 
requested, the proposed project has a $109,090,000 net present value, 100.6 percent internal rate 
of return, and 109.3 cost-benefit ratio at a 7 percent real discount rate.  


Part B Question 6
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Background 
This CBA approach expands on the methods suggested by the National Cooperative Highway 
Research Program (NCHRP) Report 552: Guidelines for Analysis of Investments in Bicycle Facilities 
by incorporating detailed local demographic information and using new data and research that 
has become available since Guidelines for Analysis was published in 2006. 


One notable alternation is the consideration of benefits from both bicycling and walking activity 
using different impact areas for each mode. By comparison, Guidelines for Analysis only provides 
guidance for measuring bicycling benefits and does not quantify pedestrian benefits for multi-use 
paths. Another alteration is the estimate of utilitarian (non-commute) and school trips in addition 
to work commute trips. This addition helps capture the full range of bicycling and walking trips in 
the project area. The CBA also considers local travel patterns, trip distances, and public health to 
create a complete, detailed picture of benefits generated by the proposed facilities. 


A major advantage of this CBA approach is the ability to quantify benefits at a line-item level for 
each distinct type of benefit associated with the project. This allows benefits to be quantified and 
compared for each ATP goal. This also means the CBA omits estimates of social/recreational trip 
benefits of the project from the analysis so that the proposed project can be evaluated solely on 
its merits as a transportation facility. By contrast, the standard CBA method in Guidelines for 
Analysis includes recreational benefits which often make up a large portion of total benefits for 
bicycle and pedestrian projects. These method alternations should be considered when 
comparing CBA results for this project with other ATP grant applications. Also, the residual benefit 
of the fully-maintained facility built by the project is not claimed as a lump sum at end of the 
analysis period. 


Study Area 
While construction of the project will benefit all residents of and visitors to the area, those living 
within one mile (about a 20 minute walk) will have the most convenient access and will gain the 
most from its completion. This study area limit is within the standard area of influence used by 
bicycle and pedestrian planning professionals and were acknowledged by the Federal Transit 
Administration in the Final Policy Statement on Eligibility of Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements 
Under Federal Transit Law that went into effect August 19, 2011.  
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Table 1: Demand Estimates 


Year Populationi Bike Ped 
2014 185,950 1,139 476 


2015 186,692 1,144 478 


2016 187,433 1,148 480 


2017 188,175 1,153 482 


2018 188,917 1,157 484 


2019 189,658 1,162 485 


2020 190,400 1,166 487 


2021 191,200 1,171 489 


2022 192,000 1,176 491 


2023 192,800 1,181 494 


2024 193,600 1,309 619 


2025 194,400 1,314 621 


2026 195,200 1,320 624 


2027 196,000 1,325 626 


2028 196,800 1,331 629 


2029 197,600 1,336 631 


2030 198,400 1,341 634 


2031 199,200 1,347 636 


2032 200,000 1,352 639 


2033 200,800 1,358 642 


2034 201,600 1,363 644 


2035 202,400 1,368 647 


2036 203,203 1,374 649 


2037 204,010 1,379 652 


2038 204,820 1,385 654 


2039 205,633 1,390 657 


2040 206,449 1,396 660 


2041 207,269 1,401 662 


2042 208,092 1,407 665 


2043 208,918 1,412 668 
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Inputs 
This CBA uses a series of factors and multipliers to quantify the costs and benefits of the proposed 
project. This CBA first looks at the percent of bicycle and pedestrian trips by trip purpose that will 
take place within the project study area that replace motor vehicle trips (see Table 3) based on 
the forecasted change in mode share discussion shown in Table 11. Second, the average trip 
length by trip purpose is estimated for the replaced trips (see Table 4). Third, the number of 
utilitarian and social/recreational trips within the project study area are estimated to provide a 
more balanced view of trip purpose within the project study area (see Table 5). While 
social/recreational trips noted, they are not included in the CBA. Finally, an estimate of vehicle-
miles travelled (VMT) reduced is multiplied by a series of benefit multipliers: environmental 
sustainability (see Table 6), quality of life (see Table 7), economic competitiveness (see Table 8), 
safety (see Table 9), and state of good repair (see Table 10). In addition, the impact on travel 
time, delays from construction, noise, and property value were analyzed but found to have a 
negligible impact compared to a no build alternative. 


Table 2: Motor Vehicle Trip Replacement Factors* 
Bike Walk 


Commute Trips 0.27 0.26 


College Trips 0.83 0.85 


K-12 School Trips 0.46 0.50 


Utilitarian Trips 0.79 0.80 


Social/Recreational Trips 0.16 0.16 


*Estimated by comparing local commute mode share data from the American Community Survey (2010-2014) to
national mode share data for all trip purposes.


Table 3: Trip Distance (miles) 
Bike Walk 


Commute Tripsii 3.54 0.67 


College Tripsiii 2.09 0.48 


K-12 School Tripsiv 0.77 0.36 


Utilitarian Tripsv 1.89 0.67 


Social/Recreational Trips 2.41 0.86 


Table 4: Trip Purpose Multipliersvi 
Bike Walk 


Utilitarian Trip Multiplier 1.61 4.32 


Social/Recreational Multiplier 4.77 3.91 
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Table 5: Environmental Sustainability Multipliers 
Value (metric tons/VMT) Value ($USD/VMT) 


Particulate Matter (PM) vii 0.0000001 $0.02 


Nitrous Oxides (NOx) viii 0.0000009 $0.01 


Sulfur Oxides (SOx) ix 0.0000000 $0.00 


Volatile Organic Compounds 
(VOC) x 


0.0000012 $0.00 


Carbon Dioxidexi 0.0004940 $0.02 


Table 6: Quality of Life Multipliers 
Value 


Physical Inactive Adults in California 0.19xii 


Physically Inactive Youth in California 0.19xiii 


Healthcare Cost Savings $1,444 per newly active personxiv 


Table 7: Economic Competitiveness Multipliers* 
Value 


Household Transportation Cost Savings $0.63 per VMTxv 


Congestion Cost Savings $17,719,087xvi 


Travel Times Savings – All Trip Purposes* $13.46 per hourxvii 


*This CBA analyzed changes in property value within the study area and found no evidence to support an increase or
decrease in property values following completion of the project.
**The Victoria Transport Policy Institute found in their 2013 study “Transportation Cost and  Benefit Analysis II – Travel
Time Costs” that the user of an average car and a bicycle had the same “effective speed” after taking into account
annual hours worked, average travel speed, travel time, and support time (maintenance, etc.). This CBA, therefore,
excludes travel time as a cost or benefit.


Table 8: Safety Multiplier 
Value (metric tons/VMT) 


Collision Cost Savings $0.33 per VMTxviii 


Table 9: State of Good Repair Multiplier 
Value (metric tons/VMT) 


Roadway Maintenance Cost Savings $0.14 per VMTxix 
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Table 10: Annual VMT Reduction 
Project Year Year Annual Bike/Ped 


Trips 
Annual Vehicle Trip 


Reduction 
Annual VMT 


Reduction (Build) 
Annual VMT 


Reduction (No Build) 
Year -7 2016 8,136,000 3,838,000 5,734,000 5,734,000 


Year -6 2017 8,226,000 3,878,000 5,791,000 5,791,000 


Year -5 2018 8,316,000 3,917,000 5,848,000 5,848,000 


Year -4 2019 8,406,000 3,957,000 5,905,000 5,905,000 


Year -3 2020 8,496,000 3,997,000 5,962,000 5,962,000 


Year -2 2021 8,586,000 4,037,000 6,019,000 6,019,000 


Year -1 2022 8,676,000 4,077,000 6,076,000 6,076,000 


Year 0 2023 8,766,000 4,117,000 6,133,000 6,133,000 


Year 1 2024 9,284,000 4,371,000 6,667,000 6,564,000 


Year 2 2025 9,807,000 4,629,000 7,208,000 7,000,000 


Year 3 2026 10,335,000 4,889,000 7,756,000 7,441,000 


Year 4 2027 10,868,000 5,152,000 8,311,000 7,888,000 


Year 5 2028 11,406,000 5,418,000 8,873,000 8,340,000 


Year 6 2029 11,949,000 5,687,000 9,441,000 8,796,000 


Year 7 2030 12,496,000 5,958,000 10,016,000 9,258,000 


Year 8 2031 13,049,000 6,232,000 10,598,000 9,726,000 


Year 9 2032 13,606,000 6,509,000 11,187,000 10,198,000 


Year 10 2033 14,168,000 6,788,000 11,783,000 10,676,000 


Year 11 2034 14,736,000 7,070,000 12,385,000 11,158,000 


Year 12 2035 15,308,000 7,355,000 12,995,000 11,646,000 


Year 13 2036 15,885,000 7,643,000 13,611,000 12,139,000 


Year 14 2037 16,466,000 7,934,000 14,234,000 12,638,000 


Year 15 2038 17,053,000 8,227,000 14,863,000 13,141,000 


Year 16 2039 17,645,000 8,523,000 15,500,000 13,650,000 


Year 17 2040 18,241,000 8,822,000 16,143,000 14,163,000 


Year 18 2041 18,842,000 9,123,000 16,794,000 14,682,000 


Year 19 2042 19,449,000 9,427,000 17,451,000 15,206,000 


Year 20 2043 20,060,000 9,734,000 18,114,000 15,736,000 


TOTAL 358,261,000 171,309,000 291,398,000 267,514,000 
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Table 11: Costs, undiscounted 
Project Year Year Capital Costs Maintenance 


Costs 
Travel 


Time/Delays 
Annual Costs 


(Total) 
Annual Costs 
(ATP Request) 


Annual Costs 
(No Build) 


Year -7 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -6 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -5 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2019 $126,833 $0 $0 $126,833 $101,417 $0 


Year -3 2020 $814,500 $0 $0 $814,500 $651,250 $0 


Year -2 2021 $144,375 $0 $0 $144,375 $115,583 $0 


Year -1 2022 $258,500 $0 $0 $258,500 $207,000 $0 


Year 0 2023 $150,792 $0 $0 $150,792 $120,750 $0 


Year 1 2024 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 2 2025 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 3 2026 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 4 2027 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 5 2028 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 6 2029 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 7 2030 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 8 2031 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 9 2032 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 10 2033 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 11 2034 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 12 2035 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 13 2036 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 14 2037 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 15 2038 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 16 2039 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 17 2040 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 18 2041 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 19 2042 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


Year 20 2043 $0 $20,000 $0 $20,000 $20,000 $5,000 


TOTAL $1,495,000 $400,000 $0 $1,895,000 $1,596,000 $100,000 
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Table 12: Benefits, undiscounted 
Project 


Year 
Year Annual 


Environmental 
Sustainability 


Benefits 


Annual 
Quality of Life 


Benefits 


Annual 
Economic 


Competitivenes
s Benefits 


Annual 
Safety 


Benefits 


Annual State 
of Good 
Repair 


Benefits 


Annual 
Benefits (Build) 


Annual 
Benefits (No 


Build) 


Year -7 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -6 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -5 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2019 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -3 2020 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -2 2021 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -1 2022 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year 0 2023 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year 1 2024 $338,000 $2,353,000 $4,547,000 $2,213,000 $965,000 $10,416,000 $10,262,000 


Year 2 2025 $366,000 $2,506,000 $4,916,000 $2,393,000 $1,043,000 $11,224,000 $10,913,000 


Year 3 2026 $393,000 $2,660,000 $5,290,000 $2,575,000 $1,122,000 $12,041,000 $11,571,000 


Year 4 2027 $422,000 $2,815,000 $5,668,000 $2,759,000 $1,202,000 $12,867,000 $12,236,000 


Year 5 2028 $450,000 $2,972,000 $6,051,000 $2,946,000 $1,284,000 $13,703,000 $12,908,000 


Year 6 2029 $479,000 $3,130,000 $6,439,000 $3,134,000 $1,366,000 $14,548,000 $13,587,000 


Year 7 2030 $508,000 $3,289,000 $6,832,000 $3,325,000 $1,449,000 $15,403,000 $14,273,000 


Year 8 2031 $538,000 $3,450,000 $7,228,000 $3,519,000 $1,533,000 $16,268,000 $14,966,000 


Year 9 2032 $568,000 $3,611,000 $7,630,000 $3,714,000 $1,619,000 $17,142,000 $15,666,000 


Year 10 2033 $598,000 $3,774,000 $8,036,000 $3,912,000 $1,705,000 $18,025,000 $16,373,000 


Year 11 2034 $628,000 $3,939,000 $8,447,000 $4,112,000 $1,792,000 $18,918,000 $17,087,000 


Year 12 2035 $659,000 $4,104,000 $8,863,000 $4,314,000 $1,880,000 $19,820,000 $17,808,000 


Year 13 2036 $691,000 $4,271,000 $9,283,000 $4,519,000 $1,969,000 $20,732,000 $18,537,000 


Year 14 2037 $722,000 $4,438,000 $9,708,000 $4,725,000 $2,059,000 $21,653,000 $19,272,000 


Year 15 2038 $754,000 $4,608,000 $10,140,000 $4,935,000 $2,150,000 $22,584,000 $20,014,000 


Year 16 2039 $786,000 $4,778,000 $10,572,000 $5,146,000 $2,242,000 $23,524,000 $20,764,000 


Year 17 2040 $819,000 $4,950,000 $11,010,000 $5,359,000 $2,336,000 $24,474,000 $21,520,000 


Year 18 2041 $852,000 $5,122,000 $11,454,000 $5,575,000 $2,430,000 $25,433,000 $22,283,000 


Year 19 2042 $885,000 $5,296,000 $11,902,000 $5,793,000 $2,525,000 $26,402,000 $23,054,000 


Year 20 2043 $919,000 $5,472,000 $12,355,000 $6,014,000 $2,621,000 $27,380,000 $23,831,000 


TOTAL $12,375,000 $77,538,000 $166,371,000 $80,982,000 $35,292,000 $372,557,000 $336,925,000 
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Table 13: Costs and Benefits, discounted at 3% 
Project Year Year Annual 


Benefits 
Annual 
Costs 


Net Costs & 
Benefits 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


  


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


  Year -7 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -6 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -5 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2019 $0 $116,000 -$116,000 -$116,000 -$93,000 $0 


Year -3 2020 $0 $724,000 -$724,000 -$840,000 -$671,000 $0 


Year -2 2021 $0 $125,000 -$125,000 -$964,000 -$771,000 $0 


Year -1 2022 $0 $216,000 -$216,000 -$1,181,000 -$945,000 $0 


Year 0 2023 $0 $123,000 -$123,000 -$1,303,000 -$1,043,000 $0 


Year 1 2024 $8,223,000 $16,000 $8,207,000 $6,903,000 $7,164,000 $8,097,000 


Year 2 2025 $8,602,000 $15,000 $8,587,000 $15,490,000 $15,751,000 $16,457,000 


Year 3 2026 $8,959,000 $15,000 $8,944,000 $24,434,000 $24,695,000 $25,063,000 


Year 4 2027 $9,295,000 $14,000 $9,281,000 $33,715,000 $33,976,000 $33,899,000 


Year 5 2028 $9,611,000 $14,000 $9,597,000 $43,312,000 $43,573,000 $42,948,000 


Year 6 2029 $9,907,000 $14,000 $9,893,000 $53,206,000 $53,466,000 $52,197,000 


Year 7 2030 $10,183,000 $13,000 $10,170,000 $63,376,000 $63,637,000 $61,630,000 


Year 8 2031 $10,442,000 $13,000 $10,429,000 $73,805,000 $74,065,000 $71,232,000 


Year 9 2032 $10,682,000 $12,000 $10,670,000 $84,474,000 $84,735,000 $80,992,000 


Year 10 2033 $10,905,000 $12,000 $10,893,000 $95,368,000 $95,628,000 $90,895,000 


Year 11 2034 $11,112,000 $12,000 $11,100,000 $106,468,000 $106,729,000 $100,929,000 


Year 12 2035 $11,303,000 $11,000 $11,292,000 $117,760,000 $118,020,000 $111,082,000 


Year 13 2036 $11,479,000 $11,000 $11,468,000 $129,227,000 $129,488,000 $121,343,000 


Year 14 2037 $11,640,000 $11,000 $11,629,000 $140,856,000 $141,117,000 $131,699,000 


Year 15 2038 $11,786,000 $10,000 $11,776,000 $152,632,000 $152,893,000 $142,142,000 


Year 16 2039 $11,920,000 $10,000 $11,909,000 $164,542,000 $164,803,000 $152,660,000 


Year 17 2040 $12,040,000 $10,000 $12,030,000 $176,572,000 $176,832,000 $163,244,000 


Year 18 2041 $12,147,000 $10,000 $12,138,000 $188,709,000 $188,970,000 $173,884,000 


Year 19 2042 $12,242,000 $9,000 $12,233,000 $200,942,000 $201,203,000 $184,572,000 


Year 20 2043 $12,326,000 $9,000 $12,317,000 $213,260,000 $213,520,000 $195,298,000 


INTERNAL RATE OF RETURN 99.4% 108.4% N/A 


NET PRESENT VALUE (3% DISCOUNT RATE) $213,260,000 $213,520,000 $195,300,000 


BENEFIT - COST RATIO 139.00 167.21 N/A 
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Table 14: Costs and Benefits, discounted at 7% 
Project 


Year 
Year Annual 


Benefits 
Annual Costs Net Costs & 


Benefits 
Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits 


(Total) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits (ATP 


Request) 


Net Cumulative 
Costs & Benefits (No 


Build) 
Year -7 2016 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -6 2017 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -5 2018 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 


Year -4 2019 $0 $104,000 -$104,000 -$104,000 -$83,000 $0 


Year -3 2020 $0 $621,000 -$621,000 -$725,000 -$580,000 $0 


Year -2 2021 $0 $103,000 -$103,000 -$828,000 -$662,000 $0 


Year -1 2022 $0 $172,000 -$172,000 -$1,000,000 -$800,000 $0 


Year 0 2023 $0 $94,000 -$94,000 -$1,094,000 -$875,000 $0 


Year 1 2024 $6,062,000 $12,000 $6,051,000 $4,957,000 $5,175,000 $5,970,000 


Year 2 2025 $6,105,000 $11,000 $6,094,000 $11,051,000 $11,269,000 $11,903,000 


Year 3 2026 $6,121,000 $10,000 $6,111,000 $17,161,000 $17,380,000 $17,782,000 


Year 4 2027 $6,113,000 $10,000 $6,104,000 $23,265,000 $23,484,000 $23,593,000 


Year 5 2028 $6,084,000 $9,000 $6,075,000 $29,340,000 $29,559,000 $29,322,000 


Year 6 2029 $6,037,000 $8,000 $6,029,000 $35,369,000 $35,588,000 $34,958,000 


Year 7 2030 $5,974,000 $8,000 $5,966,000 $41,335,000 $41,554,000 $40,491,000 


Year 8 2031 $5,896,000 $7,000 $5,889,000 $47,224,000 $47,443,000 $45,914,000 


Year 9 2032 $5,806,000 $7,000 $5,800,000 $53,024,000 $53,242,000 $51,219,000 


Year 10 2033 $5,706,000 $6,000 $5,700,000 $58,724,000 $58,942,000 $56,400,000 


Year 11 2034 $5,597,000 $6,000 $5,591,000 $64,315,000 $64,534,000 $61,454,000 


Year 12 2035 $5,480,000 $6,000 $5,475,000 $69,790,000 $70,008,000 $66,377,000 


Year 13 2036 $5,358,000 $5,000 $5,352,000 $75,142,000 $75,361,000 $71,166,000 


Year 14 2037 $5,230,000 $5,000 $5,225,000 $80,367,000 $80,586,000 $75,819,000 


Year 15 2038 $5,098,000 $5,000 $5,093,000 $85,460,000 $85,679,000 $80,336,000 


Year 16 2039 $4,962,000 $4,000 $4,958,000 $90,418,000 $90,637,000 $84,715,000 


Year 17 2040 $4,825,000 $4,000 $4,821,000 $95,239,000 $95,458,000 $88,956,000 


Year 18 2041 $4,686,000 $4,000 $4,682,000 $99,921,000 $100,140,000 $93,061,000 


Year 19 2042 $4,546,000 $3,000 $4,543,000 $104,464,000 $104,683,000 $97,030,000 


Year 20 2043 $4,406,000 $3,000 $4,403,000 $108,867,000 $109,086,000 $100,864,000 


INTERNAL RATE OF RETURN 91.9% 100.6% N/A 


NET PRESENT VALUE (7% DISCOUNT RATE) $108,870,000 $109,090,000 $100,860,000 


BENEFIT - COST RATIO 89.80 109.32 N/A 
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Notes 


i Based on Transportation Analysis Zone estimates 
ii NHTS (2009). <http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/fatcat/2009/aptl_TRPTRANS_WHYTRP1S.html> 
iii Ibid. 
iv Safe Routes National Center for Safe Routes to School, Trends in Walking and Bicycling to School from 2007 to 2013 
(2015). <http://www.saferoutesinfo.org/sites/default/files/SurveyTrends_2007-13_final1.pdf> 
v NHTS (2009). <http://nhts.ornl.gov/tables09/fatcat/2009/aptl_TRPTRANS_WHYTRP1S.html> 
vi Ibid. 
vii Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
viii Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
ix Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
x Average Annual Emissions and Fuel Consumption for Gasoline-Fueled Passenger Cars and Light Trucks, EPA (2008). 
<https://www3.epa.gov/otaq/consumer/420f08024.pdf> 
xi Technical Support Document: Technical Update of the Social Cost of Carbon for Regulatory Impact Analysis Under 
Executive Order 12866. <https://www.whitehouse.gov/sites/default/files/omb/inforeg/scc-tsd-final-july-2015.pdf> 
xii State Indicators Report on Physical Activity, CDC. (2014) 
<http://www.cdc.gov/physicalactivity/downloads/pa_state_indicator_report_2014.pdf> 
xiii Ibid. 
xiv Inadequate Physical Activity and Health Care Expenditures in the United States. 
<http://www.cdc.gov/nccdphp/dnpao/docs/carlson-physical-activity-and-healthcare-expenditures-final-
508tagged.pdf> 
xv "Our Driving Costs, AAA (2016). <http://exchange.aaa.com/automobiles-travel/automobiles/driving-
costs/#.Vw_xCPkrKUk> 
xvi Based on the last five years of collision data from SWITRS: 5 minor injuries, 12 moderate injuries, 1 severe injury, and 1 
fatal injury. 
xvi Kitamura, R., Zhao, H., and Gubby, A. R. Development of a Pavement Maintenance Cost Allocation Model. Institute of 
Transportation Studies, University of California, Davis. <https://trid.trb.org/view.aspx?id=261768> 
xvii Revised Departmental Guidance on Valuation of Travel Time in Economic Analysis (Revision 2 - corrected). 
<http://www.dot.gov/office-policy/transportation-policy/guidance-value-time> 
xviii Crashes vs. Congestion: What's the Cost to Society? AAA (2011). 
<http://www.camsys.com/pubs/2011_AAA_CrashvCongUpd.pdf> 
xix Kitamura, R., Zhao, H., and Gubby, A. R. Development of a Pavement Maintenance Cost Allocation Model. Institute of 
Transportation Studies, University of California, Davis. <https://trid.trb.org/view.aspx?id=261768> 
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y YEAR LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1 PEDCOL BICCOL TIMECAT
5073301 -117.9255223 34.05401476 2011 1975 0 2 3 11 0 1 A Y 2100
5111680 -117.99338 34.06823 2011 1906 0 5 3 10 0 1 B Y 2100
5153458 -117.92711 34.06783 2011 1975 0 3 4 10 0 1 A Y 1800
5185640 -117.9216787 34.05412194 2011 1975 0 5 3 08 0 1 B Y 1500
5185680 -117.9488869 34.06338239 2011 1975 0 5 3 10 0 1 A Y 1800
5193667 -117.93811 34.06101 2011 1975 0 1 3 - 0 1 A Y 1200
5228367 -117.95085 34.06484 2011 1975 0 3 3 10 0 1 A Y 900
5260343 -117.93184 34.06163 2011 1975 0 5 4 05 0 1 A Y 1500
5262459 -117.9774595 34.06356043 2011 1937 0 6 3 11 0 1 A Y 1500
5292571 -117.89912 34.0574 2011 1975 0 2 3 05 0 1 B Y 900
5366046 -117.96355 34.06083 2011 1975 0 1 4 10 0 1 A Y 2100
5393940 -117.9332767 34.06267792 2011 1975 0 6 3 11 0 1 A Y 2400
5438519 -117.93427 34.05409 2011 1975 0 2 3 10 0 1 A Y 1800
5438524 -117.9632425 34.06114702 2011 1975 0 1 4 05 0 1 A Y 1800
6038106 -117.9314522 34.05405499 2013 1975 0 2 4 09 0 1 B Y 900
6032226 -117.9255586 34.05332689 2013 1975 0 4 3 09 0 1 A Y 1800
5985349 -117.9480448 34.06274731 2013 1975 0 1 4 09 0 1 A Y 1800
5977039 -117.9379798 34.05482509 2013 1975 0 2 4 09 0 1 A Y 1800
5912162 -117.9588423 34.0573449 2013 1975 0 4 1 10 1 0 A Y 1200
5962449 -117.9350022 34.06395498 2012 1975 0 5 3 12 0 1 B Y 2100
5961579 -117.9462223 34.07473496 2012 1975 0 5 3 11 0 1 A Y 900
5961567 -117.9458369 34.06176549 2012 1975 0 4 4 10 0 1 A Y 2100
5951283 -117.9448123 34.07054489 2012 1975 0 7 2 11 0 3 A Y 1800
5837576 -117.937186 34.06866739 2012 1975 0 5 3 05 0 1 A Y 1200
5826645 -117.9255422 34.05401493 2012 1975 0 1 3 09 0 1 A Y 1800
5824633 -117.9361423 34.07276499 2012 1975 0 2 3 11 0 1 A Y 1800
5824562 -117.9318571 34.0616385 2012 1975 0 5 3 06 0 1 A Y 900
5731191 -117.9166921 34.06579922 2012 1975 0 7 2 11 0 1 A Y 2400
5731187 -117.8813121 34.07265494 2012 1975 0 2 4 08 0 1 A Y 900
5731183 -117.9407645 34.06652873 2012 1975 0 3 3 11 0 2 A Y 1200
5731123 -117.9508622 34.06484495 2012 1975 0 2 3 05 0 1 A Y 2100
5667012 -117.9304842 34.06290153 2012 1975 0 2 4 10 0 1 A Y 1500
5667004 -117.881287 34.06956815 2012 1975 0 2 4 05 0 1 A Y 900
5666967 -117.9349214 34.07908486 2012 1975 0 4 4 17 0 1 A Y 1500
5626472 -117.9462222 34.06140498 2012 1975 0 4 3 01 0 1 A Y 2100
5558471 -117.9255685 34.05401552 2012 1975 0 4 2 11 0 1 A Y 1800
5558451 -117.9414122 34.05788494 2012 1975 0 3 4 12 0 1 A Y 900
6086990 -117.9080922 34.05386494 2013 1975 0 1 4 10 0 1 A Y 1500
6086991 -117.9463765 34.06906947 2013 1975 0 5 3 17 0 1 A Y 1200
6086996 -117.9471122 34.0683749 2013 1975 0 4 4 03 0 1 A Y 900
6086997 -117.9378522 34.06511606 2013 1975 0 2 4 09 0 1 B Y 900
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


MONTH CRASHTYP INVOLVE PED PRIMARYRD SECONDRD DISTANCE DIRECT INTERSECT PROCDATE JURIS DATE TIME
1 G B B MERCED AV VALINDA AV 6 E N 2012-03-12 1975 2011-01-04 1930
1 D B B ATHOL ST BESS AV 0 Y 2012-03-14 1906 2011-01-21 1819
2 G B B VINCENT AVE WEST COVINA PKWY 0 Y 2012-04-11 1975 2011-02-23 1500
4 B G A GRETTA AV MERCED AV 50 N N 2012-05-25 1975 2011-04-22 1412
4 G B C MERCED AV TROJAN WY 610 W N 2012-05-25 1975 2011-04-29 1612
6 D G A CALIFORNIA AV ROBINDALE ST 0 Y 2012-10-09 1975 2011-06-13 1157
6 G B B ORANGE AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2012-09-21 1975 2011-06-22 833
7 D G A GLENDORA AV CAMERON AV 0 Y 2012-11-02 1975 2011-07-15 1344
5 G B D VINELAND AV RATH ST 790 N N 2012-05-01 1900 2011-05-21 1344
6 D G A HOLLENBECK ST VINE AV 0 Y 2012-08-28 1975 2011-06-14 847
8 - B B FRANCISQUITO AV WILLOW 0 Y 2012-11-30 1975 2011-08-29 2013


10 A B D CAMERON AV GLENDORA AV 576 W N 2013-01-10 1975 2011-10-29 2101
11 D B B MERCED AV WALNUT AV 0 Y 2013-01-23 1975 2011-11-22 1755
11 D G A WILLOW FRANCISQUITO AV 150 N N 2013-01-24 1975 2011-11-14 1518


4 D G A MERCED AV CRAIG ST 0 Y 2014-02-12 1975 2013-04-02 729
3 B G A VALINDA AV MERCED ST 251 S N 2014-02-10 1975 2013-03-14 1533
2 G B B MERCED AV TROJAN WY 265 W N 2014-04-14 1975 2013-02-25 1610
1 D G A MERCED AV GLENDORA AV 326 E N 2014-01-21 1975 2013-01-29 1513


10 G B B ORANGE AV FRANCISQUITO AV 0 Y 2014-02-12 1975 2013-10-10 1104
12 D G A CAMERON AV CALIFORNIA AV 0 Y 2014-01-16 1975 2012-12-28 1906
10 A G A CAMERON AV PACIFIC AV 0 Y 2013-12-16 1975 2012-10-19 730
10 G B B SUNSET AV MERCED AV 176 N N 2013-12-16 1975 2012-10-18 1855
11 G B D CAMERON AV ORANGE AV 0 Y 2013-12-26 1975 2012-11-11 1723


9 D G A WEST COVINA PKWY SERVICE AV 8 E N 2014-02-04 1975 2012-09-28 1037
7 H G A VALINDA AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2013-10-29 1975 2012-07-23 1604
9 G B D SUNSET AV NORTH GARVEY AV 0 Y 2014-01-10 1975 2012-09-18 1657
9 D G A CAMERON AV GLENDORA 2 N N 2013-11-30 1975 2012-09-28 747
7 G B D S LAKE ELLEN AV E WALNUT CREEK PKWY 283 S N 2013-11-02 1975 2012-07-08 2227
7 H G A BARRANCA AV NORTH GARVEY AV 0 Y 2013-11-02 1975 2012-07-10 633
7 H G A SUNSET AV CAMERON AV 202 S N 2013-11-02 1975 2012-07-04 1147
7 H G A ORANGE AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2013-11-02 1975 2012-07-03 1952
5 H G A GLENDORA AV SERVICE AV 86 S N 2013-08-31 1975 2012-05-22 1318
5 H G A VIRGINIA AV BARRANCA ST 8 E N 2013-08-31 1975 2012-05-15 748
5 H G A ROWLAND AV SUNSET AV 40 E N 2013-08-31 1975 2012-05-17 1427
5 H G A SUNSET AV MERCED AV 0 S N 2013-08-31 1975 2012-05-10 2038
3 G B B MERCED AV VALINDA AV 8 W N 2013-07-25 1975 2012-03-01 1521
3 D G A MERCED AV CALIFORNIA AV 0 Y 2013-07-25 1975 2012-03-07 755
5 G G A AZUSA AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2014-12-24 1975 2013-05-13 1456
5 E G A ORANGE AV CAMERON AV 718 S N 2014-02-20 1975 2013-05-10 1037
5 D G A ORANGE AV ROSEWAY ST 0 Y 2014-02-19 1975 2013-05-09 738
5 D G A CAMERON AV EVANWOOD AV 117 W N 2014-02-19 1975 2013-05-07 631
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


PARTIES VIOL VIOLSUB HITRUN LIGHTING RIGHTWAY CITY COUNTY
2 21453 D N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C D BALDWIN PARK LOS ANGELES
2 21952 F A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22107 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 0 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21954 A N A D LA PUENTE LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21955 N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21453 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21456 B N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
4 21954 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21202 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21453 B N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21461 5 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21755 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21461 5 F C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22107 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21954 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21952 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21200 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 23152 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 B N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21453 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22517 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22350 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y YEAR LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1 PEDCOL BICCOL TIMECAT
6086999 -117.9079021 34.06604489 2013 1975 0 6 3 01 0 1 A Y 300
6092368 -117.9375522 34.06491496 2013 1975 0 4 3 09 0 1 A Y 900
6133653 -117.8813122 34.06957495 2013 1975 0 1 3 05 0 1 A Y 1500
6160075 -117.8813122 34.06957495 2013 1975 0 4 3 12 0 2 A Y 2400
6178663 -117.9508622 34.06484495 2013 1975 0 4 3 09 0 1 B Y 2400
6178683 -117.9167922 34.05754488 2013 1975 0 2 3 00 0 1 A Y 1500
6180914 -117.9493766 34.05034085 2013 1900 5 1 3 12 0 1 A Y 2100
6222703 -117.9255422 34.05401493 2013 1975 0 4 3 12 0 1 A Y 1800
6272302 -117.9165873 34.06118488 2013 1975 0 5 3 03 0 1 A Y 1500
6296351 -117.9168218 34.05754553 2013 1975 0 6 4 10 0 1 A Y 1800
6348953 -117.9465028 34.06161114 2013 1975 0 4 3 10 0 1 A Y 900
6290619 -117.8989522 34.07130489 2014 1975 0 4 1 11 1 0 A Y 2400
6344962 -117.9462222 34.06140498 2014 1975 0 1 3 11 0 1 A Y 900
6394417 -117.9296651 34.06865468 2014 1975 0 3 3 11 0 1 A Y 2400
6394425 -117.8813121 34.07193664 2014 1975 0 2 4 11 0 3 A Y 2100
6394453 -117.9384335 34.05548359 2014 1975 0 7 3 05 0 1 A Y 2400
6433496 -117.9458622 34.07478494 2014 1975 0 4 2 12 0 1 A Y 2400
6439757 -117.8813322 34.07528493 2014 1916 0 3 3 18 0 2 A Y 1500
6567017 -117.9635622 34.06083488 2014 1975 0 1 3 10 0 1 A Y 1200
6594649 -117.9556122 34.06831499 2014 1975 0 1 3 12 0 1 A Y 1800
6603838 -117.8990321 34.06468036 2014 1975 0 1 4 10 0 1 A Y 2100
6621655 -117.9588423 34.0573449 2014 1975 0 4 4 05 0 1 A Y 900
6631198 -117.9588423 34.0573449 2014 1975 0 1 4 06 0 1 A Y 2100
6659699 -117.9167422 34.06118492 2014 1975 0 4 3 - 0 1 A Y 1800
6659743 -117.9167622 34.05972491 2014 1975 0 1 4 05 0 1 A Y 900
6682354 -117.9350522 34.07909493 2014 1975 0 2 4 10 0 1 A Y 900
6682588 -117.9255422 34.05401493 2014 1975 0 3 3 10 0 1 A Y 2100
6699070 -117.9345897 34.08339173 2014 1975 0 4 4 10 0 2 A Y 900
6733620 -117.9462222 34.06140498 2014 1975 0 3 4 08 0 1 B Y 900
6733676 -117.9421353 34.06527794 2014 1975 0 4 3 10 0 1 A Y 900
6750146 -117.9635121 34.06087058 2014 1975 0 3 4 10 0 1 A Y 900
6782654 -117.9306722 34.06801488 2014 1975 0 5 4 10 0 1 A Y 1800
6606393 -117.9255321 34.05424501 2015 1975 0 1 1 01 1 0 A Y 2400
6826083 -117.9385222 34.05559499 2015 1975 0 1 3 10 0 1 A Y 2100
6827167 -117.9476922 34.07583488 2015 1975 0 7 4 05 0 1 C Y 1500
6827179 -117.9424322 34.06879488 2015 1975 0 4 4 10 0 1 A Y 2100
6837983 -117.9934283 34.06819234 2015 1906 0 5 4 09 0 1 A Y 2100
6849552 -117.9424322 34.06879488 2015 1975 0 2 3 - 0 3 A Y 2100
6849556 -117.8990858 34.06100488 2015 1975 0 3 3 10 0 2 A Y 900
6910602 -117.9376337 34.05444692 2015 1975 0 5 3 21 0 1 A Y 1800
6928432 -117.9321024 34.06140187 2015 1975 0 4 4 10 0 1 B Y 1800
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


MONTH CRASHTYP INVOLVE PED PRIMARYRD SECONDRD DISTANCE DIRECT INTERSECT PROCDATE JURIS DATE TIME
5 D G A AZUSA AV WALNUT CREEK PKWY 0 Y 2014-12-24 1975 2013-05-11 47
5 D G A CAMERON AV EVANWOOD AV 0 Y 2014-02-25 1975 2013-05-23 723
6 D G A BARRANCA AV VIRGINIA AV 0 Y 2014-03-10 1975 2013-06-24 1256
7 D G A BARRANCA ST VIRGINIA AV 0 Y 2014-03-14 1975 2013-07-11 2122
7 - G A MERCED AV ORANGE AV 0 Y 2014-03-22 1975 2013-07-25 2301
7 D G A VINE AV LARK ELLEN AV 0 Y 2014-03-22 1975 2013-07-02 1430
7 D G A CALIFORNIA AV FRANCISQUITO AV 2 S N 2014-03-22 9525 2013-07-22 2002
9 D G A MERCED AV VALINDA AV 0 Y 2014-04-15 1975 2013-09-05 1553
9 C G A CAMERON AV LARK ELLEN AV 47 E N 2014-04-15 1975 2013-09-27 1453


11 D G A VINE AV LARK ELLEN AV 9 W N 2014-05-14 1975 2013-11-09 1727
12 D G A MERCED AV SUNSET AV 130 W N 2014-06-10 1975 2013-12-12 754


1 G B B HOLLENBECK ST SOUTH GARVEY AV 0 Y 2014-06-05 1975 2014-01-16 2110
1 G B B SUNSET AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2014-06-05 1975 2014-01-13 630
2 G B C WEST COVINA PKWY CALIFORNIA AV 194 E N 2014-06-13 1975 2014-02-19 2121
2 G B D BARRANCA AV SOUTH GARVEY AV 262 S N 2014-07-23 1975 2014-02-18 1855
2 H G A MERCED AV GLENDORA AV 49 E N 2014-06-13 1975 2014-02-23 2202
3 D G A PACIFIC LN MORRIS AV 0 Y 2014-07-07 1975 2014-03-20 2110
3 G B B BARRANCA AV WORKMAN AV 0 Y 2014-06-30 1916 2014-03-19 1439
7 - B B FRANCISQUITO AV WILLOW AV 0 Y 2014-08-27 1975 2014-07-07 1158
7 D G A WILLOW AV MERCED AV 0 Y 2014-09-04 1975 2014-07-28 1520
7 A B B HOLLENBECK AV CORTEZ AV 2 N N 2015-04-18 1975 2014-07-21 1910
8 D G A ORANGE AV FRANCISQUITO AV 0 Y 2014-09-19 1975 2014-08-28 748
8 G B B ORANGE AV FRANCISQUITO AV 0 Y 2014-10-01 1975 2014-08-18 1810
9 G B B CAMERON AV LARK ELLEN AV 0 Y 2014-10-27 1975 2014-09-11 1540
9 D G A LARK ELLEN AV HERRING AV 0 Y 2014-10-27 1975 2014-09-22 752
9 D G A SUNSET AV ROWLAND AV 0 Y 2014-11-20 1975 2014-09-23 823


10 G G A MERCED AV VALINDA AV 0 Y 2014-12-22 1975 2014-10-08 1930
10 G B F N SUNSET AV PUENTE AV 204 N N 2014-11-21 1975 2014-10-23 814
11 - G A MERCED SUNSET 0 Y 2015-01-20 1975 2014-11-12 640
11 D B F SUNSET AV ROSEWAY AV 177 N N 2015-01-20 1975 2014-11-06 631
10 G G A WILLOW AV FRANCISQUITO AV 20 N N 2015-01-08 1975 2014-10-15 730
12 D B C CALIFORNIA AV BLUE ASH 0 Y 2015-02-17 1975 2014-12-19 1751
10 C G A VALINDA AV MERCED AV 84 N N 2016-01-29 1975 2015-10-26 2349


2 G B B MERCED AV GLENDORA AV 0 Y 2015-03-13 1975 2015-02-02 1833
1 D G A WILLOW AV PACIFIC AV 0 Y 2015-03-10 1975 2015-01-11 1436
1 G B B W CAMERON AV S TOLUCA AV 0 Y 2015-03-10 1975 2015-01-15 1859
1 - G A ATHOL ST BESS AV 19 S N 2015-03-24 1906 2015-01-30 1810
2 G B B CAMERON AV TOLUCA AV 0 Y 2015-03-24 1975 2015-02-17 1908
2 G B B CAMERON AV HOLLENBECK ST 8 E N 2015-03-24 1975 2015-02-18 608
3 D G A MERCED AV GLENDORA AV 500 E N 2015-05-20 1975 2015-03-06 1650
5 G G A GLENDORA AV CAMERON AV 114 S N 2015-06-10 1975 2015-05-07 1611
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


PARTIES VIOL VIOLSUB HITRUN LIGHTING RIGHTWAY CITY COUNTY
2 23153 B N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21804 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22450 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21801 A F C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 0 F A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21453 A N C A UNINCORPORATED LOS ANGELES
2 21453 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22350 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A F B D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21952 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21456 N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 B N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21954 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
4 21956 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22450 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
4 0 N A A COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22450 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
3 21950 A N B A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21202 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21951 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 0 F A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
3 21952 F A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22107 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21952 N B D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N B D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 23153 A F C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A F C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 1 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21801 N E A BALDWIN PARK LOS ANGELES
4 0 N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
3 21950 A N C A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22106 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21952 N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y YEAR LOCATION CHPTYPE DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJURED WEATHER1 PEDCOL BICCOL TIMECAT
6928436 -117.9312972 34.06215959 2015 1975 0 3 4 - 0 1 A Y 1200
6978223 -117.9635622 34.06083488 2015 1975 0 1 4 12 0 1 A Y 1800
7058135 -117.9358227 34.07276272 2015 1975 0 1 3 11 0 1 A Y 600
7076072 -117.8990021 34.06707494 2015 1975 0 5 3 08 0 1 A Y 900
7090513 -117.9167422 34.06118492 2015 1975 0 4 3 05 0 1 A Y 1800
7129461 -117.916742 34.06391517 2015 1975 0 4 4 05 0 1 A Y 1800
7129485 -117.9078939 34.0653074 2015 1975 0 7 3 11 0 1 A Y 1800
7140198 -117.9166422 34.06845495 2015 1975 0 5 4 10 0 1 B Y 900
7140203 -117.9079021 34.06476498 2015 1975 0 2 3 10 0 1 A Y 1800
7140212 -117.9350621 34.07900479 2015 1975 0 5 2 11 0 1 A Y 2100
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Walnut Creek-San Gabriel River East Bank Greenway Neighborhood Connections Appendix J


MONTH CRASHTYP INVOLVE PED PRIMARYRD SECONDRD DISTANCE DIRECT INTERSECT PROCDATE JURIS DATE TIME
5 G B F GLENDORA AV CAMERON AV 255 N N 2015-06-10 1975 2015-05-06 916
6 G B B FRANCISQUITO AV WILLOW AV 0 Y 2015-07-15 1975 2015-06-22 1625


10 G B E W GARVEY AV NORTH SUNSET AV 97 E N 2015-11-25 1975 2015-10-26 511
8 D G A HOLLENBECK ST RIO VERDE DR 0 Y 2015-10-06 1975 2015-08-28 821
9 B G A LARK ELLEN AV CAMERON AV 0 Y 2015-10-12 1975 2015-09-10 1525


11 D G A LARKWOOD DR LARK ELLEN AV 3 W N 2015-12-08 1975 2015-11-19 1504
11 G B D AZUSA AV CORTEZ AV 198 N N 2015-12-08 1975 2015-11-08 1654
12 G B B STUART AV LARK ELLEN AV 0 Y 2015-12-18 1975 2015-12-04 758
11 G B B CORTEZ ST AZUSA AV 0 Y 2015-12-21 1975 2015-11-17 1504
11 G B D SUNSET AV ROWLAND AV 33 S N 2015-12-18 1975 2015-11-13 1803
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PARTIES VIOL VIOLSUB HITRUN LIGHTING RIGHTWAY CITY COUNTY
2 0 F A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21453 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21954 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 22100 B N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21202 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21650 N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 B N A D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21950 A N A A WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
2 21954 A N C D WEST COVINA LOS ANGELES
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Shared-Use Path Segment for Construction 


San Gabriel River East Bank (facing north toward I-10) 


 


Confluence of San Gabriel River and Walnut Creek 
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Walnut Creek at Cloverleaf Drive (facing west) 


 


Walnut Creek at Cloverleaf Drive (facing east) 
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Walnut Creek at I-605 Freeway (facing east) 
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Shared-Use Path Segment for Design 


Walnut Creek at Francisquito Avenue 


 


Walnut Creek at Big Dalton Avenue 
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Walnut Creek at Big Dalton Avenue (south side) 


 


 


Walnut Creek at I-605 Freeway (facing east) 
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Walnut Creek near I-605 Freeway 


 


 


 


Walnut Creek at I-605 Freeway (facing west) 
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Walnut Creek beneath the I-605 Freeway 


 


Walnut Creek Nature Park 
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Walnut Creek Nature Park


 


Walnut Creek at Vincent Ave 
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Walnut Creek at Lark Ellen Avenue 


 


Walnut Creek at Citrus Street 
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Walnut Creek at Barranca Street


 


Proposed Walnut Creek Greenway Terminus at Holt Avenue 
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On-Street Segments for Design 


Frazier Street at Ledford Street (facing northeast) – To be considered for 
neighborhood greenway 


 


Willow Avenue at Walnut Creek (facing northwest) – To be considered for 
neighborhood greenway 
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Cameron Avenue at Walnut Creek (facing southeast) – To be considered for bike 
lanes 


 


Sunset Avenue at Walnut Creek (facing south) – To be considered for bike lanes 
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Hollenbeck Street at Rio Verde Academy (facing south) – To be considered for 
bike lanes 


 


Barranca Street at Mesa Elementary School (facing north) – To be considered for 
bike lanes 
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Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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